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in England, and openly published, before Cook left 
the British shores. In proof of this he would re- 
fer to the London Annual Register of June, 1776. 
(Mr. D. here read an extract expressly referring to 
the Spanish discoveries on the northwest coast, 
where Cook afterwards went. He also read from 
the London Quarterly Review of 1822, in which 
the voyage and discoveries of Kotzebue were re- 
viewed, and in which it was expressly admitted by 
the reviewers that Eneland could set up no claim 
to priority of discovery. ] 

This pretty effectually disposed of all claims 
founded on the voyages of Cook. 

So faras Great Britain relied on the more per-- 
fect discoveries of her navigators, it might be 
worthy of remark that this could not apply to 
John Meares, who figured so largely in the his- 
tory of her pretensions. ‘This ubiquitous John 
Meares was at Nootka a land speculator and deal- 
er in furs; at sea he was a Portuguese captain 
and a smuggler; in London he was a lieutenant 
in the British navy; and, as to his extreme accura 
cy, he cruised along the northwest coast where the 
Columbia enters the ocean by a mouth seven miles 
wide, and declared that there was no such river 
there as the Spaniards pretended. He prided him- 
self greatly in exploding their pretended discovery 
of a great river there which they called the St. 
Roque; and, to signalize his geographical triumph, 
he named the bay *‘Deception,’’ and one of the 
eapes at the mouth of the river, opposite to Asto- 
ria, ‘* Disappointment.”” Vancouver, it was true, 
did make a more accurate examination of the coast, 
but he did it after that coast had been previously 
surveyed, and with the charts of Perez and of 
Gray in his hand. Yet he too declared that Gray 
was mistaken: that there was no river there, nor 
stream of any kind, unless it might be a small 
creek. But Gray and Heceta had both discovered 
the river, and Gray a few days after went again to 
the spot, entered the river, and sailed up its main 
channel for some miles, staying there some eight or 
ten days. How, then, could it with truth be said 
that Vancouver’s discoveries, thouch later, were 
more perfect than those of the Americans and Span- 
iards? 

The British laid much stress on Sir Alexander 
McKenzie’s alleged discovery of Frazer’s river; 
but there was no very distinct proof that he dis- 
covered its head-waters before us; and, if he did, 
he had no authority from his Government. He 
traced that small river, however, down to its mouth, 
on which the British claimed the northern portion, 
at least, of the territory. But Mr. D. looked upon 
Orezon as a whole, nor could the accidental dis- 
covery of a small stream in the northern portion 
of it, by a person without any authority from his 
Government, avail to establish a separate title to a 
portion of it. While they held that the discove- 
ries of Spain were not enough to give her a title to 
any part of the country, she thought that the land- 
ing at Nootka by a Portuguese captain, and the 
discovery of the ieededareh of a small stream by 
an Indian trader, were all-sufficient to give her title 
to a country three times as large as England, at six 
thousand miles distance, though the territory lay 
immediately contiguous to the Spanish posses- 
sions, and discovered throughout and taken pos- 
session of by authorized officers of the Govern- 
ment. England has practised on this principle al- 
ways; but she could not show as good a title to 
any part of her vast dominions (unless, perhaps, 
to the island of England itself) as Spain could 
show to the whole coast of North America. Her 
charters to her colonies ‘ from sea to sea’? were 
as valueless in the eyes of a Papist as the Pope’s 
charter to Spain would be in the eyes of a Protest- 
ant. Neither conveyed any valid title unless fol- 
lowed up by discovery, by intent of settlement, by 
acts of sovereignty, and by actual occupation. The 
French first discovered the Ohio; but the British 
claimed the river and its valley; they went to war 
for it, and held it for a long succession of years. 
Cook discovered and took possession of Australia 
in the name of his king, and England had held the 
country ever since. So obviously was this prin- 
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,, Minister himself never did discredit the Spanish 


title in his correspondence, but only set the British 
claim against that of the United States. A careful 
examination of the correspondence would show 
this. Now if the Spanish title was good to any 
part of the country, she held a part of the links 
which made un the chain of title, and if we held 
the rest we held the chain. Whoever had links 
of their own, and then possessed themselves of 
those of Spain, doubtless held the whole ehain. 


| The union of both made the chain perfect. A ten- 


ant in common could purchase out the other tenant: 


a life-estate man could purchase out a remainder 
man, ora remainder man could buy out the life- 
estate man, without weakening thereby his own 
title. F 

But did the British Government claim the title to 
Oregon? Mr. D. should perhaps astound some 
persons by saying that they did not; but he would 
now proceed to show that it was a fact that Great 
Britain did not claim the title, and therefore it wasa 
mere waste of words to argue avainst and to defeat 
her claim. 

Mr. Addington, when negotiating with Mr. Gal- 
latin in 1826, laid no claim to the country. | Here 
Mr. D. quoted from the diplomatic corresponds nee. ] 
Whatever the title of England may have been prior 
to the Nootka convention in 1790, after that instru- 
ment her claims were no longer vague and uncer- 
tain, but were all imbodied in that treaty. The 
British rights in Oreron were fixed by the conven- 
tion of Nootka. If we would know exactly what 
they were, we must go there to find them. If she 
had no title there, she had no title. Spain lost no 
rights in 1790, and the British gained no rights but 
according to the stipulations of that treaty. 

Now, we hold that that convention was abrogated 
and abolished by the war of 1796. England de- 


| nied this, but her negotiators did not seem to be 


quite clear as to that matter. They contended that 


| if the convention was abrogated by the war, still it 


revived again in 1814. But he insisted that it was 


| her own doctrine that war destroyed such a treaty, 
| for she held that her treaty with us as to fishing 
and settlement on the coast of Labrador was de- 


feated by our war against her in 1812. If the prin- 
ciple was good as to the Labrador treaty, it was 
equally good as to the Nootka Sound treaty. We 
denied that the treaty revived in 1814, because it 
was only a commercial treaty, referring to Spain 
proper, and not applying to her colonies. But if 
it was revived in 1814, what followed? Spain 
transferred all her title to Louisiana to us in 1800. 
France claimed that Louisiana included everything 
to the ocean, including the northwest coast; and 


| she made her treaty, believing that thereby she 


transferred the whole northwest coast to us, and 


| we claimed that such was the fact; that the cession 


of Louisiana carried with it all Orezon. Under 


| that claim, whether good or bad, (and in this ar- 
| cument it mattered little which,) we took posses- 


sion of the country under the order of our Govern- 


| ment; and the investigation of Lewis and Clarke 
| was followed up by acts of possession by Mr. 


Henry and Mr. Astor, both of whom took armed 


| occupation of the country and of the river, which 
| was its chief and most important feature. Mr. 


Huskisson and Mr. Addington did not deny this 


| transfer, but claimed that the question had pre- 
| viously been disposed of by the treaty of Nootka, 


and that they got rid of the force of that transfer 


| in that way. 


Mr. D. would show that it had no such effect. 


| The convention of Nootka was abolished by the 
| war of 1796. France made the transfer in 1800, 
| Spain in 1803, and we took possession in 1805, in 
| 1806, in 1808, in 1810, and in 1813. According to 
| England’s own showing, the convention did not 
| revive, if at all, till 1814: so that during the inter- 


ral, while the treaty was null, we took armed 


| possession of the country, and it was still ours. 
Ys 


But what do we find in relation to the Nootka 


|| Sound convention, taking the account given of it 
| by British writers themselves? We find that the 


whole of the rights claimed by Great Britain with- 


; : | in the Oregon territory were founded upon that 
ciple recognised by Great Britain, that the British | 
>] 


convention. Notwithstanding all the efforts of her 
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ingenious and powerful diplomatists, she cannot 
make out the existence of any other rights than 
those which she received from it. Now, let us 
examine that convention: for if all her riehts rest 
upon it, it is proper that we should look for them 
there; and if she has no rights cuarantied to her 
by it, then she has no richts whatever; for if they 
cannot be found there, they cannot be found any- 
where. Sir, I shall show that she has not a sein- 
tila ofright. Ido not deny that her subjects have 
rights; but she, as a Government, has none. Any 
one who examines the convention must come to 
this econelusion, The first article of the conven- 
vention provides that the buildings and tracts of 
] } 


mas sitiat 


lane ited on the northwestern coast which 
had been taken from British subjects hould he 
restored to British subjects. The lanenave of the 
treaty is net that they be given up to the British 
Government, but to British subjects. By the 
second article o A pst re paration was to he made 
for all injuries arising from the acts of either, 
According to the third article, in order to preserve 
a food understanding, not between the citizens 
and subjects of the parties, but this time between 
thre parties themselves, It was avreed that the re- 
spec tive sul J ets and eitizens of both partic s should 
not be disturbed or molested in the enjoyment of 
every facility for earryine on their fisheries and 
their trade with the natives 

[Mr. D. here quoted the language of the tre aty 
itself. He then eonti | 

I read this for the 
sence of all intention or expectation, n the part 
of the British Government, of gaining any rights 
under this convention, be yond those cuarantied to 
her subjects; first, the restoration of the privilege 
of occupying temporary habitations on land for 
the purpose of carrying on trade with the natives; 
and, secondly, that those who ventured their prop- 
erty upon the sea, in prosecution of the fisheries, 
should not be molested. Great Britain, let me ob- 
serve, always takes care of her subjects, and of 
their interests. Would to God I could say the 
same of my own Government! But did Great 
Pritain gain anything by this article of the conven- 
tion? Certainly not. The fourth article relates 
to the same thing. The fifth article relates to the 
restoration of property, as in the first. I consider 
every svllable of that convention as being perfect- 
lye xplicit and intelligible: and throughout its W hole 
contents you cannot find a passage which vives 
Great Britain a right to exereise sovere irnty with- 
in the territory. Am I not right, then, in saying 
that Great Britain has no right of sovereignty un- 
der the convention? She says that she has rights; 
but what are they? She does not insist that the 
convention cives hera right to go there for nation- 
al purposes—a right to exe reise sovereignty; not 
at all; but that she holds Spain accountable before 
the nations of the earth, in case her subjects 
should be denied the private rights of commerce, 
which Great Britain insisted that they ought to 
enjoy. ; ened 

But, sir, we shall now approach, in the division 
of our subject, the time when I suppose it will be 
insisted, as far as I can gather from the history of 
the matter, that Great Britain acquired new rights. 
And I propose now to examine and see whether 
she did acquire new rights. She restored by the 
convention of 1818 what was taken from us in 
1813, and at the same time she set up a pretended 
title to the territory by discovery. She has assert- 
ed that she acquired rights under the Nootka Sound 
conveation, and that she acquired rights by con- 
quest. She claimed rights through three sources: 
first, by discovery; secondly, by the stipulations 
of the Nootka Sound convention; and, lastly, by 
conquest. Yet in 1818 she restored to us, without 
reservation, without protest, what she had de- 
prived us of in the war of 1813. How did she 
divide her title then? It was merged, all of it, in 
one. Though she had three sources of title, she 
had but one title; that she transferred. Is she not, 


| then, according to law and common sense, estop- 


ped from setting up a title which she has transfer- 
red? At the time that convention was formed she 
scarcely pretended to have attle. The Govern- 
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ment of the 


country did not belreve, not one among 


her own statesmen believed, that she had a title. 
Mr. Clay, who was then Secretary of State of the 
United States, said that Great Britain had not 
made out even a color of a title. It will he se en, 
and | eallattention to the proceeding s, that the 
treaty of Ghent provided for the restoration of 
’ 5, not to the citizens of this Government, but 
to the CGlovernment itself; and herein it differed 
from the convention of Nootka Sound, masmuch 
i ie latter provided for the restoration of certain 

| to the subjects of Great Britain and not to 
the Government. ‘Then, s rat Astoria had been 
t en from eitizens of this Government only, thie V 

ere youl d, on appli nation, to restore it under the 
treaty of Ghent. And it was accordingly restored 
to our Government: and the admission of Lord 
Castlereavh was, that it must be admitted that we 
had the neht belonging to the party in possession; 
and both the treaty of Ghent and this declaration 
show that it was restored, Hct the prope rty of 
ubjects or citizens, hot as the property of the ‘Pa- 
enh hur Company, but as the property of the 
CGiovernment of the United States, it was restored 
to this Government throuch its agent. 

Up to this time I think the world micht well 
have said that our tithe was clear and unquestion- 
able. Up to this time Great Britain had no claim 


to the territory whatever beyond the rights which 
she derived from Nootka convention, 
In 1818. she did deem that had even a 
possessory Vl rht, but adiuaitted that both title and 
IONNE ion wel So far we had 
y re ted her and had been restored to our 
title: but fourteen fatal days afterwards we 
sented to enter rotuations with her, and, 
sapping and 
treaty of TST8, which it is 
for jomt occupaney, is not 
tocenpation at all, but a tre ity 
and to fi hupon the coa i at 
to Great Driteun no right to 
You will perceive we were 
10S ession; she had } 
fad no rights there 

thre f 1S] 


a 
cupation. ‘The 


tiie Sound 


hot she 


nu suceessful- 


wis, 
Cond 
Into ne 


as usual, fell a prey to the 


The 


eontended is a treaty 


he I diplom uj 


‘ : 
one in realty for youn 
for permission to trade 
prive 


reignly. 


exnereise Sove- 


already in 


Naced us in possession; she 


eained them under 
1 


8, which she calls a treaty of 
language of that tre uty Is 


] Q ] 
,» Ute + Slit 


treaty © 


Ore 


M orthy 


of examinetion, [Mr. D. here read a portion of 
the treaty, and then continued :] Now I think I 
may well k where Careat Britain obtained her 
rivht to exercise acts of sovereignty in that terri- 
tory. It is said she is in actual occupation; per- 
haps it may be considered practical oceupation, in- 
asmuch as her subjects are there, though by mere 
permission and not by conquest. She has no more 
rieht to exercise any act of sovere lgnty in that ter- 
ritory under the Nootka Sound convention, or the 
convention of Tals, than she has to exercise acts 
of sovereignty within the District of Columbia. 
Suppose you vive the right to the subjects of Great 


Britain to navigate the Potomac, or any other 
river i the nited State 1. W il] that rive the rie lit 
to the Government of Great Britain to exercise 

ts of sovereignty upon those river Suppose 
you vive them th right of « arrylng on trade inthe 
District of Columbia: Task trimphantly where will 
they get their warrant for bringing their jurisdic- 


and exere) Ing acts of Sovereienty 
Distriet? I deny 
manner the principle that any such 
conferred, I attack them in the ir 
sition, that they have not even the 
color of a right. Ido not deny but wigs certain 
: sufructuy ry ri ehts will appertun to t] sul 
but 1 de ny that the Government, as such 
any rievht whatever. 

The honorable Senator from Missouri, a few 
days arco, was pleased to say that this was the 
fruit of ** barren negotiation.”* Would to Heaven 
the negotiation had been barren ! 

Mr. BENTON (without msing from his seat) 
remarked that the negotiations had lasted thirty 
vears, and he had designated them, therefore, ace d 
and barren. 

Mr. DICKINSON continued. Iam elad it has 
heen thus barren, and Iam prepared to show that 
it will produce no fruit, such as is anticipated by 


tion with them, 


over their subjects within the 
in the broads 
nicht would be 


own fortified po 


} 


yects, 
» will ae- 


quire 
i 


Great Britain. To return to the convention of 
ISIs: lt gave no rights whatever to the British 
Government as such; but tt has been, as was well 
and ably said by the Senator from Missouri, the 
source of difficulty to us. But for that convention, 


we should now be in peaceful and quiet oceupa- 


roduced very deleterious 


ion of the territory. It} 
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consequences to this country, and has in some 
devree fortified the claim set up by the British ne- 
which claim, as 1818, they did 
not consider 7 of being called even a pos- 
SCS8 ‘ory I rivht, | 1 which 
which itseems : 


gouators: as late 


has grown into a right 
+ eannot now be deprived of with- 


outwar. What is the true state of hertitle? Legally 
they are not in occupation of the territory at all; 
they have no rights as a Government, though they 

sume the right of extending the jurisdiction of 
their courts not only over their ow ns subjects, but 
over the whole territory, and over all persons 


The y have ereeted extensive fortifica- 
tions, and are now literally in the armed oceupa- 
ti 7 of the country, and im the exercise of the 
highest acts of sovereignty, showing a disposition 
to it peace: ibly ifthe \ can, ot therwise fore ibly. 
How did they es ss themselves of these privi- 
leges? Thavea ready shown the manner. With 
what intention have they done 
proceed to show. An arent of the Hudson Bay 
Company wrote home to his Government thus: 
* "The tide of Great Britain may hereafter become 
of ereat consequence, and we are strengthening 

They are making what was once no 
laim, and next arig¢ht, and lastly a title. 
Sir, they are doing as they have done in the East 
Indies—converting a small trading post into a ter- 
ritorial possession, over which they exercise un- 
Ltmnite d jurisdiction. What was afew years ago 
a small trading post in the East Indies, they have 
nme into a colony whose limits contain a 
hundred millions: of human beings. 

But if this territory is ours, itis material now to 
inquire whether itis worth having. Great Britain 
sometimes deseribes it asa fertile region, and some- 
a cold and barren waste. And I would 
remark, if it be a waste to her, why does she not 
yield itup? It has been called on this floor, I be- 
lieve, the America. If it is ours, the 
question 1s, whether it is worth preserving? Let 
us examine for a moment its position. It stretches 
nearly a thousand miles along the Pacific coast, 
the distance from the 
tains varying from five to seven hundred miles, 
comprising a tract of country nearly equal in ex- 
tent to one-half of the States of this Union. Its 
climate, from what we can gather in regard to it, 
is in all respects better than that of New England. 
It contains all the necessaries of enjoyme nt from 
the coast to where the Almighty has fixed a bar- 
rier between the headwaters of the Mississippi and 
those of the Columbia, Within that region plants 
spring spontancously; flowers bloom and shed 
their fragrance; the humming-bird performs its 
round in the month of March. The country looks 
out upon the Pacific ocean, offering facilities for 
commerce unsurpassed; containing rivers naviga- 
ble for one hundred miles, and some of the best 
harbors in the known world; affording everything 


therein 


SO?f 


7 reek =_— 
laimae 


times as 


Siberia of 


for 


that is interesting for the eye to look upon, the | 


mind to coneeive, and the heart to e njoy. A coun- 
try which will give us the China tri ade in as m: any 
weeks as 1 now takes months to perform the jour- 
ney, and without the dangers of a passage around 
A country whic h will give us the trade 
of Japan, the Dutch East India possessions, and, 
in fact, a limitless commerce. And the question 
is cravely raised whether it is worthy of preserva- 
tion, or whether it shall be y ielded up. It is the 
ady this great commercial possession 
which forms the reason why Great Britain desires 
to deprive us of it. She sees that the commerce of 
the world, if divided into eight parts, belongs five 
parts of it to herself and us; and by further allot- 
ment, as between ourselves, two of those five parts 
and she sees, too, that, from our growing 
if we possess ourselves of this territory, 
we shall be in possession of both oceans. She sees 
that we will be her successors, as we are now the 
competitors for her trident; and it is for this rea- 
son that she wishes to limit us to the possession of 
a portion of the territory. 

But we are told, as usual, that there will be war 
unless the country be divided. Sir, I said at the 
commencement, that I would discuss the question 
with the same freedom as though it were one to be 
decided before a judicial t triburi al; and while I depre- 
eate war, Las equally deplore a craven and pur- 
chased peace. Ne ither the one nor the other is ne- 
cessary. If we have rights, shall we not assert them? 
I have shown, not by my arguments alone, but by 
the admissions of Great Britain, that she has no 
rights beyond those which appertain to her sub- 
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| peaceable negotiation ? 
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| will; 


| ‘the same privileg ge for a year to come. 
coast to the Rocky moun- | 


| Government. 
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jects indiy ei uly. These we have never interfered 
with; but she has herself broken the treaty, by the 
exercise of acts of sovere ignty , Which she he IS @ 
right only to exercise within her own dominions 
or within a country where it is supulated that she 
shall be entitled to exercise them. 

We are told that this state of things must be ter- 
minated by peace eable, honorable necotiation. I 
hope itmay be. Peaceable negotiation becomes 
us; honorable negotiation should ace ompany it, 
and travel along with it. If the terrllory 1s ours 
then, are we to give it up, or any portion of it, lier 

If we do so, will it be | 
negotiation? If any portion of it be- 
belonged to Great Britain, I say, yield it up; give 
her her just nights. But if,ona full examination, 
we can maintain, in the face of the civilized world, 
that it is ours, it would be an act of injustice to- 
wards ourselves to surrender it. Sir, we have the 
right to call upon Great Britain to give up her pre- 
tended claim. Butif she have rights which she 
can maintain before the nations of the earth, and 
can show that our claim is unfounded, she has the 
same right to call upon us to yield it up. But who 
is there that believes that Great Britain will break 
the peace of the world, when she cannot show that 
she has any right, except the permission to her 
subjects to trade there, which permission may be 
terminated ina single year by giving notice, and 
then all her rights must cease. She is in possess- 
ion, L admit, — I must say she is rather a cap- 
tlous tenant; but Ict those purchase her off who 
that is not my policy. Her rights, such as 
they are, I will also admit, in the language of Lord 
John Russell, must be respected. No one desires, 


honoroble 


| Lapprehend, to treat them otherwise than with re- 


spect, until they are terminated by notice. I will 
respect those rights i in all their bearings, and grant 
her all that was demanded or expected by Great 
sritain herself at the time that the convention was 
formed. This she has amply received, by the en- 
joyment of the right to occupy hitherto, and by 
But | deny 
that the British Government has a any permanent 
right there atall. She has shown that she has 
none. After the convention of Nootka Sound, she 
gained no new rights, except what she gained by 
the convention of 1818. 
3ut we come now to anew branch of the sub- 
ject, and we are told that we must come down to 
the 49th degree of north latitude; that must be the 
parallel. Why, there is no such question before 
the people; there is no such question before this 
Why should that parallel be adopt- 
ed? For speculative purpeses? It has been re- 


peatedly offered by our Government, and as often 


re jee ted. The last time it was offered, her Majes- 
ty’s Minister declared that he hoped this Govern- 
ment would make an offer more consistent with 
honor and equity. He returned this answer at 
once, Without referring to his Government. Does 
it become our honor, dignity, or self-respect as a 
nation, to keep constantly harping before the peo- 
ple of this country and the world that the 49th 
parallel must be the dividing line? that we will give 
them that line, though they have declared they 
will not receive it? How does this question arise? 
We have aright to Oregon; if our right embraces 
the whole, shall we not claim the whole? It will 
be time enough for us to say we will give Great 
sritain a part when she mi ikes outa title toa part. 
Shall we force her to take the territory which she 
says she will not take? I, for one, will not. I 
have sufficient respect for this Government to with- 
hold me from the adoption of such a course; and 
I have sufficient respect for the Government of 
Great Britain to restrain me from indulging in any 
unjust aspersions; but I have not sufficient liking 
for that Government to offer to bestow upon it that 
to which we have a sufficient title. 
3ut we are told that we must negotiate. Cer- 
tainly; negotiate, and see w hat claim Great Britain 
can set up. It might well have been the only 
question , in the first place, Will you give the no- 
tice? Is it proper or just to terminate the conven- 
tion, which is not a joint convention? Sir, that 
might well have been the question; but it is not. 
It has assumed a broader, wider range, and not 
only the foreign, but the domestic policy of this 
Government has been drawn into the discussion. 
But on what ground is it to be discussed? The 
difference between this Government and that of 
Great Britain in their relative positions can be seen 


‘ataglance. Her Government is central; the power 
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ise nfided to her Ministry; nis lies her strength. 
Where lies our strength? In the great masses of 
the American people. They know what concerns 
their dearest and hest interests, and to them those 
interests may well be confided, not because they 
are more sagacious, but be cause, instead of tolera- 
ting a star-chamber policy in the disposal of ques- 
tions of this sort, they require that ‘they shall be 
openly and fe ‘arlessly discussed, They objec t to 
their discussion in secret session, and the dispo- 
sal of them by a process in which our Government 
cannot put forth its full streneth, as it can in its 
representative capacity. Why was it that the 
tone of the President of the United States was ap- 
yroved in what he said in regard to our foreign re- 
ations? It was not because he said our title was 
clear and unquestionable; it was not that he was 
the choice of the people over his distinguished 
competitor; not merely that they believed he would 
act upon the principles thus avowed, and in ac- 
cordance with those of his predecessor, that he 
would submit to nothing that was not right: butit 
was because he had spoken their own language, 
the language which they unhesitatingly approved. 
3ut it is said we must not discuss this question, 
because the news from abroad is pacific; because 
the Queen’s speech is pacific; because the language 
used in Parliament is pacific; because the tone of 
the public press in Great Britain is pacific. Sir, I 
concede all this; but, beginning with the Queen’s 
speech, I here remark, that, when our whole policy 
is made to depend upon the Queen’s speech, or 
upon the sentiments of British statesmen, or upon 
the press of Great Britain, we might as well at 
once go back to a state of colonial servitude. Sir, 
what is the Queen’s speech? It isa formula whic h 
is not chaneed in three sentences for centuries; 
and this is the speech from which we are to take 
our line ofeconduct! But the language in Parliament 
is pacific, certainty. Whoever knew an instance in 
whic h Great Britain, a question of foreign policy 
being agitated, paraded it before the world? Her 
energies are differently re Look to the 
Foreign Office for matters of that kind. The Brit- 
ish Premier comes into Parliament with every ex- 
pression calculated and weighed well before utter- 
ed. Inthe Qneen’s speech she intimates that she 
would like a little more naval force. The Premier, 
in his place in Parliament, sees nothing that will 
disturb the peaceful relations of the country. He 
trusts that peace will be preserved: so do I; and, 
therefore, my language is pacific. But I trust that 
Great Britain will yield up her claim—a claim as- 
serted without right, and attempted to be main- 
tained without evidence. Hence it is that I be- 
lieve we shall have no war upon this subject. 
Whenever Great Britain shall propose a commer- 
cial treaty, interesting to this Government, I hope 
ve shall meet her half-way; I hope we shall meet 
her in the same spirit of concession, of compro- 
mise, and good feeling which should " charac terize 
two great nations. I hope we shall enter into it 
in a spirit which becomes us as a nation: but I ean 
see nothing in the tone of the British press, in the 
debates in Parliament, or in the Queen’s speech, 
(in which we are told she emphasized certain pas- 
sares,) to induce us to hesitate or waver in the as- 
sertion of our right to Oregon, Sir, I take for 
granted if she has rights she will insist upon them; 
I hope she will. Ifwe have rights, shall we not 
insist upon them? 
But she is going to throw open her ports. T am 
clad to hear it. But what induces her to do this? 


Does she do it out of the love and affection which | 


she bears to the American people? Or does she do 


it to still the ery of hunger which ascends to Hea- \| tions: they resulted in what? 


ven from millions of her starving subjects? or does || 


she do it because she beholds her monarchy totter- 
ing upon its pedestal? Does she do it for the pur- 


pose of allowing famine to purchase its crust in the || 


market? Tam glad she has come to the conclu- 
sion; but what warrant have we to suppose that 
she will continue that policy when the present pres- 
sure is removed? She has been induced to adopt 


this policy, not because she has relinquished her | 


claims upon Oregon, nor because she hasa leaning 
towards the interests of this country. 
viewed in no other light than as a renewal of the 
lease of despotism, w hich she sees is drawing to a 


close, and will be terminated unless she change her | 


policy. Sir, it is a question between the Govern- 
ment and suffering thousands of her subjects. The 
aristocracy, long as they have been clinging to mer 
prescriptive rights, have been compelled to give 


/ the Minister has been censured. Sir 
| was not prepared to say whether Mr. 


It can be 


way; and there is some hope that they may be in- 
duced to grant more favorable measures towards 
their sufte ring populauon, T hope it may be so; 
but I see nothine in all this whic] 





1 fives assurance 
that it will not be withdrawn when its immediat 
obje ct is ace omplish ed. Itis nothine more than a 
mi rste rly stroke o f polie V. She has hat be en move d 
toit by anything on this side of the water. I would 
not have any angry or vindietive course adopted 
on the part of this Government towards her, but I 
would have it proceed in its own course of policy, 
and leave commercial treaties with reciprocal ne 
vantages to take care of themselves. TI » Almig) 
has created mouths there, and materials to fees 
them here. The territories of this continent are 
destined for the production of that material, not 
under her Government, but under a Government 
of freedom. 

A single word upon the tone of the British press. 
It is stated in the public ene that the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain has censured its able Min- 
ister in this country—able, for wble he is, and let 
me turn for a moment to what I have passed over 
in the course of my remarks, and show that he did 
not claim that Great Britain had any title to the 
Oregon territory. [Here Mr. PD. read from the 
official correspondence of Mr. Pakenham with his 
Government.] What I want to give the Senate 
the benefit of ts the ingenuity of the British Min- 
ister. He has diverted himself, and drawn the 


attention of the Secretary away trom the subject 


inamanner which renders him worthy of a wreath 
which adorned the brow of a Talley rand. It was 
formerly said that the world is sometimes deceived 
by ambiguous truths, and the British Minister has 
adroitly contrived to nestle down truths in a mass 
of ingenious words in such a manner as to qualify 
them eminently for deception. But it is said that 
tobert Peel 
Pakenham 
ought to have submitted the question to his Goy- 
ernment or not before rejecting the offer of the 49th 
parallel; in short, he was evidently not prepared 
to say anything. If he had told us what instrne- 


‘tions had been given by Lord Aberdeen to Mr. 


Pakenham, we should have known whether we 
were likely to incur the displeasure of the British 
Government. 

Sir, this discussion can deceive no one: it shall 
not deceive me. I long for the secrets of no Cab- 
inet, but L long for the instructions under which 
Mr. Pakenham refused that offer. What does the 
London Times say upon this subject? It declares 


| that Great Britain could not, with any propriety, 


accept the territory so restrieted and truncated as 
to be deprived of the navigation of the Columbia. 
I ought to read one word from the same paper, the 
Times, in defence of Mr. Pakenham. 

[Mr. D. read the passage referred to.] 

Now, in regard to the diplomacy upon this sub- 


| ject, (c ontinued Mr. D.,) it has not always been 
'| barren, I will admit. 1 
| involved in some difficulty; we had the northeast- 


Some years avo we were 


ern boundary, the Caroline, the right of search, 


| and the Oregon territory: all these —-_ were 


then at issue, and how have the y been disposed 


'of? It is worthy of a little attention while we 
‘look the history of the matter over. 
'ings of experience are always valuable. 


The teach- 
In the 
first plac e, we entered into arbitration. The ques- 
tion of the northeastern boundary was referred to 


| the King of the Netherlands, who was directed by 
the parties to follow certain highlands: and, in- 


stead of doing so, he plunged us into the bottom of 
the St. John’s river. We entered into negotia- 
In the taking a 
larger portion of territory from us than Great 
Britain claimed, and the paying for it by the Uni- 
ted States, to the States of Maine and Massachu- 
setts, the sum of $300,000 from the national treas- 
ury. That was the disposition of one question. 


|The Caroline was another. What became of that? 
| How did it arise? 


There were border difficulties existing between 
Canada and the State of New York—hostilities 
having been exchanged to some extent between 


_ the parties, at least as it was supposed, when an 
‘| armed company, under the direction of the Cana- 


dian authorities, came over and seized a steamboat 
lying within the territory of the United States. 


| While the hands were asleep on board, they cut it 


out, murdered a portion of the hands, and one who 
came on shore was shot down within the jurisdic- 
tion of the State of New York. The boat and her 
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crew were sent over the falls of Niagara. That 
Was a question which, at the time, raised the in- 
dienation not only of the people of New York, 
butofthe whole American people. ‘The attention 
of the authorities of New York and of the United 
States were directed to the subject; reparation was 
demanded, and how was it procure d? The Fed- 


ya ‘ ° 
eral Government made use of every exertion in its 


power to arrest the prosecution of the individual 
who declared himself to be the murderer of one of 
the citizens of New York: and but for the firmness 
of the Executive and Judiciary of that State, they 
would have taken away McLeod, who was charged 
with that murder, and would have given him the 
benefitof other tribunals less interested in proenu- 
ring his punishment. It was an issue between the 
Federal and a State Government. What repara 
tion has be en made for that outrace ? I have heard 
said that the counsel who detended him were 
paid by the nation. T make not this charge; I 
hope, for the honor of the nation, it may not be so. 

Mr. WEBSTER. — Itis totally false. 

Mr. DICKINSON, Tam happy to hear it. T 
believe, however, if LT have been ri¢htly informed 
—and | wish to be correct in reeard to the hist ry 
of the past—I have understood, I say, that the 
ederal Government insisted upon its right of 
taking possession of the individual, and thus pre- 
venting New York from holding jurisdiction in the 
ease of this individual, who declared that he held 
the death missile which terminated the life of a 
citizen of that State. Does the Senator wish to 
explain? 

Mr. WEBSTER. Not at rresent; I do not 
want to interrupt the Senator, LT shall think it ne- 
cessary perhaps to call on him hereafter for the 
authority upon which he makes this statement. 

Mr. DICKINSON. Lallude to the corre spond- 
ence between the Governor of the State of New 
York and Mr. Webster, the Secretary of State of 
the United States. Ido not endorse the author- 
Ity. I do not s: ly it is true l do not recollect the 
terms of that correspondence, and [only allude to 
it that the statement, which was made I believe in 
the other House recently, and which | now repeat, 
might be contradicted if untrue, that the Federal 
Government directed the Attorney General of the 
United States to proceed to Ne w York, and that 
Mr. Webster expressed the hope that McLeod 
would be given up. T will endeavor to refer to 
the authority, thouch I have it not now before me. 
I do not intend to misrepresent the facts, nor do T 
wish to distort the truth in regard to the part taken 
by the distinguished Sen: tor, W ho discharged with 
great abil lity the duties of Secretary of State 

At the suggestion of Mr. HAY Woop. Mr. 
Dickinson, without concluding his speech, yield d 
the floor for a motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of Executive business. The mo- 
tion was agreed to, and the Senate thereupon went 
into Exeeutive session, and after some time spent 
therein, the doors were open d, 

And the Senate adj ourned until to-morrow at 
twelve o’clock. ; 
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The Journal of Saturday was read in part, and 
(the further reading thereof having, on motion of 


Mr. Hamuin, been dispensed with) was approved. 


Mr. HAMLIN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote by which the bill for the relief of Doctor Page 
had on Saturday last been laid or. the table. 

Mr. H. said he made the motion at the request 
of a gentleman who had voted in the negative 

The motion (the conaideration of which was 
postponed ) was entered on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER said the business first in order 
would be the call of the States for petitions. 

On motion of Mr. ROBERT SMITH, 

Ordered, That the petition of Peter Shafer be re- 
committed to the Committee of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. ANDERSON, 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Pensions 
transmit to the Clerk of this House copies of the 
papers on file in his office connected with the ap- 
plication of the heirs of Elizabeth Conklin, of New 
York, for a pension. 


HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


The SPEAKER having again stated what the 
regular business of the day was— 
Mr. TIBBATTS rose and said, that as gentle- 
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men could present their petitions under the rule, 
and as their prezentation in the Hlouse was there- 
for i rmere to of tune, ne me ved that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the I Mr. T. gave notice that his 
ohiect was, should that motion prevail, to move to 
take up the bill making approprations for harbors 
and river 

The SPEAKER put the question, and there was 
clearly a majority votin unst the motion, and 
the $ iker was so announcing; when 

Mr. TIBBATTS demanded the yeas and n: ays 
which were ordered, and, Leu taken, resulted as 
fi ) 

Y EAS—Me John Q. Adams, Armold, Ba- 
ker, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhotl, Brodhead, Milton 
Prown, Wm. W. Campbell, John FH, ¢ ‘aeanivell. 
cS |, Catheart, Chase, Cocke, Ce uner, Cran- 
' ( ier, Culver, Cum Cunningham, 
Delano, De Mott, Dillingham, Dunlap, Edsall, El 
worth, birdim aran, bo rie , Garvin, Gid- 
dines, Gales, Good uv. Grider, Grinnell, Tlamp- 
ton, Hlarper, Llenley, Elerrick, Ehas B. Holme 
Tlou lludson, Hluncerford, Washinerton Tiunt, 
Jam RB. Jlunt, Charles J. Incersoll, Joseph R. 
Incersoll, Jenkins, Joseph Jolinson, Seaborn Jones, 
He ned bth 1 Poitier h1i) Fails. La were, 
F Levin, Ligon, MeClelland, MeDowell, Mc- 
Ca ~ Mettenry, Mellvaine, MeKay, Marsh, 
Miller, Vierris, Moseley, Owen, Be idleton, Pe rrill, 
Rathbun, Relfe, Julius Roekwell, John A. Roek- 
well, Root, Sawyer, Schenek, Seaman, Severance, 
Truman san h. A ert sn th. Thoma Smith, C 
RB. Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Stephens, St. 
John, Strolim, Thibs ux, Benjamin Thompson, 
James Thom my Th iran, "Tibbatts, Toom a, 
Vanee, Vin , Wentworth, White, Wick, Win- 

iVop, eo i Wi rhit. Yell, and Youne — Ti). 

NAYS Messi Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
A kan on, Barri er, Beding r, Le Il, Le Hleon, J 
Black, Jame A. Bla Drockenbrouvh, Buffing 
ton, Burt, John G. C1] ipmian, Reuben Chapman, 


Clarke, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, Dobbin, John 1. 


Ewing, Edward I. Ewing, Gentry, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Hlamlin, Hlara!lsor Harmanson, Hilliard, 
Ho e, Hopki . Creoree S, lou ton, Tlunter, J. 
He. John mm, Andrew John on, Creo W. Jones, 
Daniel PL IK , Preston King, Leake, Lumpkin, 
MeClean, MeClernand, MeConnell, Barclay Mar- 


Moulton, Norris, Parish, Pay 


tin, , Perry, Price, 
Reid, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Runk, Ruse sell, Seam- 
mon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. 
Sims, Strone, Sykes, Vowns, Trumbo, Wheaton, 
Woodward, Woodworth, and Yost—67. 

So the motion was arreed to. 

Whereupon the ELouse resolved itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Uni mm, Mr. 
Tuomas Surry in the chan 
Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the committee pro- 
eed to the consideration of the bill making an ap- 


ion for the im ment of certain harbors 


and rivers. 

Mr. RATHBUN 
take un the bill 
cler] 2, 

Mr. 
tion 
BATTS] 


the committee 


prove 
moved that the committee 
r for the 


} 
ror ' 
proviain 


appointment of 


HARALSON 


i ! 
ot ine 


notice that if the mo- 
rentieman from Kentucky [Mr. Trn- 
should not prevail, he wouid move that 
take up the bill providing for the 
organization of two regiments of mounted riflemen. 
Mr. COBB (to Mr. Hlarauson.) Is your's 
Orevon bill? . 

If any answer was made, the reporter did not 
hear it. 

The question was then taken by tellers on the 
motion of Mr. Tipparrs, and the vote stood— 
ayes 82, noes 60. 

so the motion was acreed to. 

And the committee proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill making aj 
harbors and rivers. 

The bill having been read through, 

Mr. MeCONNELL, remarking that the act was 
born in sin and brought forth in iniqh luty—a remark 
which he did not desizn to have any application to 
the committee who reported it—moved that it be 
laid aside, and that the committee proceed to the 
consideration of the bill in relation to the appoint- 
ment of clerks. Br 

Mr. COBB asked for a division of the motion: 
Which was ordered. 

And the question on the motion that the bill be 


rave 


an 


»propriations for certain 


laid aside, was taken, and decided in the negative— 
ay es 6 3. oes SS. 
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So the committer dee ide d that the bi i should not 
be laid ¢ 
Mir 


M ( SON NEL L then moved to strike out 


the : st clause there 
MeC, made a few remarks, which gave rise 
to much merriment; but such was the uproar in 
ie hall, that much of what he said was lost at the 


reporter’s desk. As far as heard, he said— 

I make this motion from the promp ‘tines of na- 
ture, honesty, and of justice to the 
; IT have the honor to represent in this 

are no monevs that are deposited in 


of common 
constituent 


hall. Ther re 


the vaults of the treasury of the United states, un- 
less they have come stunned with the sweat of hon- 
est ludustry and laborious enterprise. ‘There is 
one of the sections of this bill which is reported, 
(he did no veal disrespectfully of the committee 
who reported t! hill—the Committee on Com- 
meree,) which proposed to appropriate, **for the 
purchase of the residue of the stock held by indi- 
vidual stockholders in the Louisville and Portland 
Canal Comp iny, such sum as meeay be NECESS ARY;”’ 
it may be one million; it may be tire; it may be 
fifiv: it may be five hundred millions—provided 
f| e Pre side nt can contract with the se stockjobbers 
and individual plunderers, who are lying in wait 
at all the commereial points throughout our vast 
republic, to take advantage of the laboring classes. 
I protest against any action upon this bill, for this, 
if for no other reason. No member of this House, 


no member of this conmittee, knows the amount 
to be taken the treasury of the 
tes to perfect rmplete the contem- 
tis a flacrant and stu- 
(By-the-by, I 
introducing a 
f land to all the laboring 
widows or males—if 
Ld, as carrving out the 
fellows, and our coun- 
not And if any 

» his consent to this 
blank appropriation, “ * This bill 
ould run round the ek It was longer than 
“Toone John’? Wexrwortn himself, 

[le sted against action being had; and he 
appealed to the House, on the principles of com- 
common justice, common right, and 
them have merey upon a common 
an they would not rob and plun- 


moaney from 

U bite d eta and ef 
plated object of this bill, 
pendous outrage, in my opinion, 


contel ry ( at the earnest period, 


160 
heads 


h \] MIVING 


! 
i 


acres « 


of fay 


) 
milt es, 
A 


they 
ice 
try. this 
1 Van 


ane 
cultivate it.) 
to Gi d, 
eoneern should 
upon an 


will 


rot duty our 
pass, 
1 ’ 

this floor ¢ 


W yhe, 


protes 


non sense, 
1 
invoked 


constituency 


der us for fortifications on Lake Michigan, or any 
other lake, that is as long as the original John 
himself 

I vive it up, § ir 


The question was then taken on the amendment 
if Mr. MeConneus, and it was rejected. 

Mr. RHETT inquired of the Chair whether this 
bill debatable any on an amend- 
ment, 

ie CHTAIRMAN’s reply could not be heard. 

fr. RHETT snevested that the usual way had 
heento move to strike out the enacting clause of the 
bill, and then to debate its merits. le was not 
prepared to-day (by reason of indisposition) to say 
on the subject, but he should probably be 
able to do so to-morrow; and, in the meantime, if 
any gentleman desired to take the floor, he (Mr. 
R.) would yield it. 

Some conversation followed, the Chairman 
stating that a motion to strike out the enacting 
clause of the bill would not now be in order. 


was at stave 


anythine 


Mr. RHETT said, he wished to say to his west- | 


ern friends, to gentlemen in favor of this bill, that 
B e hoped they would assign some good reason why 
should pas 

Ty he C HAIRM \N was understood to say, 
(though the committee was in such a state of con- 
fusion as to render hearing a very difficult matter) 
t] iat the gentleman must submit some motion be- 
re proceeding with any remarks. 

‘Mr. RHETT said that, in order that the debate 
might be opened, he would move to strike out all 
after the enacting clause, for the purpose of bring- 
ing the matter before the committee, and of thus 
enabling gentlemen to discuss the merits of the 
bill. 

Mr. R. then called attention to the item of appro- 
priation for the purchase of the residue of the 
stock held by individual stockholders in the Lou- 
isville and Portland Canal Company; and an inter- 
esting conversation as to the value of that stock, 
and the amount that was required for its purchase, 
= owed, in which Messrs. RHETT, 
‘ORTH, and TIBBATTS, participated. 
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Mr. R. « eds upon aeaoed aaaaial taal with him 
in the Democratic party to have the generosity to 
allow those who still followed the ancient land- 


marks, as they existed in the days of Jefferson 
Madison, and Jackson, to express their views he- 
fore the question on the bill was taken. If there 
was any member here who could satisfy any con- 
scientious mind that this bill ought to pass, he 
would be a very extraordinary man. 

Mr. THOMASSON wished to see the landmarks 
to which the gentleman had alluded drawn tight, 
that members might toe the mark. Mr. T. under- 
stood that, even under the Administrations.to which 
the rentleman had referred, all those works which 
were considered national in their character had been 
subjects of care, and of appropriation too, on the 
part of each and every one of those Administra- 
tions. 

Mr. T. 
and condition of the stock of 
Portland Canal Company. 

Let gentlemen say that it was Democratic to 
withhold all appropriations for these great Western 
rivers—let them say that it was pure Whigery to 
make them—and the y would find rathera stale ‘and 
barren account of Representatives from the valley 
of the west in the ne ext C ongress. He wished the 
question made plainly and distinctly, and he, for 
one, was willing to abide the re sult. He ad- 
mitted that the gentleman from South ¢ arolina 
[Mr. tuetr} had acted consistently, and that he 
did stand on the true party ground as he under- 
stood the party doctrine; and he (Mr. T.) wanted 
that centleman to require of his frie nds to vote that 
doctrine, so that the people of the West should no 
longer have one doctrine preached to them, and 
another practised upon them. 

Mr. CROZIER moved to amend the bill in the 
97th and 98th lines, by adding the following words: 

‘“ Mor the continuation of the canal around the 
Muscle Shoals in the Tennessee river, and remov- 
ine obstructions in said river, above said shoal, 
250,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
War Department.” 

Mr. C. sustained this proposition at considerable 
leneth. Disclaiming any offensive intention to- 
wards the committce who reported it, he thought 
the bill did great injustice to the several sections of 
the Union, and that nothing like a comprehensive 
or ene view of the subject had been taken 

of He examined the construction of the com- 
ae ‘e, in connexion with the provisions of the bill, 
to show the partial and exclusive c haracter of the 
latter. He adverted to the history of this object of 
appropriation, and in so doing alluded to a former 


rave some facts in relation to the value 


the Louisville and 


| donation of 490,000 acres to the State of Alabama 


for this purpose, contending that that fund had been 
so applied as to fail to accomplish the object for 
which it was intended. 

This called wp, in repeated explanations, Messrs. 


McCONNELL, G. 8. HOUSTON, and CHAP- 


MAN. 
Mr. CROZIER replied to an objection which 
might be urged against the amendment—the 


probability that it might bring down a veto on 
the bill. So far from it, he contended that it 
would be a means of bolstering up many weaker 
objects of appropri ation. He proceeded to argue 
the importance of the canal, as a national w ork, 
as a link of intercommunication, and to demon- 
strate its agency in drawing more closely the 
bands of the Union. ‘The bill made large appro- 
priations for the lakes, and some appropriations, it 
was true, for western rivers. Amongst the latter, 
however, were those rivers only which emptied di- 
rectly into the Mississippi. Hence it might be as- 
sumed that Congress had power to make appropri- 
ations for the removal of obstructions in such west- 
ern rivers only as might empty into the Mississip- 
a if any gentleman entertained such an idea, 
Mr. C. thought a closer investigation of the sub- 
ject would induce him to abandon it. Such an idea 
could not be regarded as the conception of the judg- 
ment, but as the mere offspring of a lean and hun- 
gry fancy. If the Committee on Commerce had 
desired to reporta bill which would be satisfactory 
to the House and to the Executive, it was their 
duty to have looked over the entire length and 
| breadth of the land, and to make appropriations 
for the works in each one of the States of the 
Union. Not having done this, he thought they 
‘had fallen short of the discharge of their duty. 
Mr. R. CHAPMAN, in relation to remarks 


/made by Mr. McConnewn, and other gentlemen, 
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entered into an explanation in defence of his State 
against the charges made upon her, and in main- 
tenance (by a detailed statement of the facts in the 
ease) of the position that the 400,000 acres of land 
appropriated by the General Government to the 
State of Alabama, in 1828, as a trust fund for the 
improvement of the Muscle Shoals, had been faith- 
fully and judiciously applied, (although it had failed 
fully to accomplish the object of the appropria- 
tion,) and also in vindieatian of the President of 
the United States for the vote then given by him in 
tavor of that appropriation. : 7 

In reference to the amendment under consid- 
eration, Mr. C, said he coneurred with the gen- 
tleman from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. Croztenr,] that that 
noble river, stretching through the States of Ken- 
tucky, Tennessee, and Alabama, and running into 
Georgia, North Carolina, and Virginia, was as 
important as any among all the objects of appro- 
priation contained in this bill, and he should vote 
for thisamendment. He had last year been asked 
by a gentleman from Kentucky, when he had of- 
fered a similar amendment, whether, if the amend- 
ment were adopted, he would vote for the bill. 
‘Lhe main question of the bill was not now under 
consideration. When that came up, he would 
take occasion, if he said anything, to say (and he 
would do as he said) whether he should vote for 
this bill. He chose not to gratify the gentleman 
by answering this question now, lest it should influ- 
ence his vote upon the amendment, which, if it 
prevailed, he wished to prevail on its own merits; 
ind lest it should give any countenance to that 
system of log-rollne which he totally detested. 

In the course of his remarks, Mr. C. gave way, 


eae 


for purposes of inquiry and explanation, to Mr. 
Wentrwortn and Mr. Crozier. 

Mr. MeCONNELL made a brief rejoinder, in 
which he repeated the declarations he had made 
relative to the manner in which this appropriation 
was expended, and again declared most emphati- 
cally, disclaiming eny disrespect to the committee 
from whom it emanated, that this bill, from the be- 


ginning of Genesis to the terminus of Revelation, 


was the most indiscriminate bundle of plunder, 
robbery, log-rolling—disgraceful to American le- 
gislation—that had ever been presented to this 
House. If James K. Polk (he said) was the man 
contemplated and anticipated by the laboring class- 
es throughout this mighty Republic, in case this bill 
passed, he would most especially come the John Ty- 
ler overit. Inthe name of his constituency, he pro- 
tested against such a system of legislation; and al- 
though he seldom consumed the time of the House, 
he so taught and indoctrinated his constituents, 
that they would not have a representative here who 
would be guilty of such an act of baseness as to 
vote for this bill. 

Mr. SCHENCK should vote for the amendment 
of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee; and he was 
none the less induced to go for it because it was 
not incorporated in the bill as presented to this 
House from the committee. 

He was proceeding to speak of the vagueness of 
the term ‘inland seas,’’ as used by the President 
in his Message; when 

Mr. CROZIER interposed with the remark, that 
that term originated at the Memphis convention, 
where it was used to indicate the Mississippi, Ar- 


kansas, Red, Ohio, and ‘Tennessee rivers. The 


President, he presumed, intended to apply it to 
these rivers. 

Mr. SCHENCK, resuming, said that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, this House, and the Congress 
of the United States, were now for tho first time 


placed in the unpleasant position of being compel- | 


ed to legislate upon a subject of this kind, with- 
out any light, information, suggestion of a wish, or 
reference to this public policy on the part of the 
President of the United States. If anything was 


to be gathered upon it from any communication | 
from the departments of the Government, it was | 


entirely unsanctioned by any recommendations 
trom the Executive. 


Mr. WENTWORTH (Mr. S. yielding for ex- 
ears am said he took it for granted that the 
resident of the United States would allow no 


member of his Cabinet to send a recommendation | 


to this House which he did not approve of. Gov- 


ernor Marey recommended all these works: and | 


if Mr. Polk did not approve of this recommenda- 
tion, let him turn him out of his Cabinet. 

Mr. SCHENCK understood perfectly well 
where the shoe pinched. We had improvement 


Jackson. 


and non-improvement Democrats: and it was ne- 
cessary that there should be a recommendation 
from the Secretary of War to bolster up the first 
set, and the President not be involved in it. 

He was further repeating his views of the Mes- 
sage, when 

Mr. WENTWORTH, with Mr. 
sent to the Clerk, by whom it was read, the fol- 
lowing: ; 





S.’s leave, 


** |] refer you to the a companying report of the 
‘Secretary of War for information re specting the 
present situation of the ary, aud its 
during the past year, the state of our defences, 
the condition of the public works, and our rela- 
uuons with the various Indian tribes within our 
luniis, or upon our borders. I invite your atten- 
tion to the suggestions contained in that report 
in relation to these prominent objects of nati: 
Interest. ° 

Mr. SCHENCK read other extracts in connex- 
ion with that, to sustain his position that there 
Was no recommendation, not even an allusion, in 
any part of the Message, to the necessity of any 
acuon on the part of Congress to meet the just 
expectations of the country. 

Mr. WENTWORTH. asked the ventleman to 
take the latter part of the Message. We found 
there a high and very deserved eulogy upon Gen- 
eral Jackson. Now, if the gentleman would turn 
to most of the works provided for in this bil, he 
would find that they had been signed, endorsed, 
and approved by General Jackson; and if he would 
pout to a man on this floor so ultra in his opposi- 
tion to them, and then refer to General Jackson’s 
Administration, he would find that he was an op- 
ponent of that Administration. 

Mr. SCHENCK resumed. They learned now 
(he said) that whatever democracy was claimed by 
the President of the United States came not in the 
natural way, but by inoculation from General 
Ifa eulogy upon General Jackson was 
an endorsement of all that General Jackson had 
done, other gentlemen would find themselves in- 
volved in a dilemma when they referred to his 
views in regard to a protective tariff, the distribu- 
tion of the public lands, the force biil, and in rela- 
tion to a United States Bank, when he said that if 
applied to he could present a plan of a bank free 
from constitutional objection. 

Mr. 8. proceeded further to advocate the policy 
of internal improvements; and he called on te de- 
mocracy of the northwest, if they were really in 
favor of them, and not alone of improvements at 
their own door-sills, to take his view, and go not 
alone for the improvement of the Ohio, the Mis- 
sissippl, or of the northwest, but whatever else 
was found in any other quarter of the Union that 
is of a national character, afiecting general inter- 
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ests, spread abroad over a wide section of country; 
for those links in the chain of improvements which 


| bound more effectually together, and strengthened 


and cemented the Union, in which all rejoice, which 


| system had been called the ** American system.”’ 


"Mr.8. having concluded, 
The committee rose and reported. 
Mr. RATHBUN moved a reconsideration of 
certain votes; [the object of the motion was not 
heard by the reporter, nor was the entry found on 


| the Journal; but the titles of the bills will be stated 


to-morrow. | 

The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 
communications, viz: 

A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 


| ting a statement prepared in obedience to the reso- 


lution of the House of the 16th instant, showing 


| how often the public mail on the Cumberland road 
has been interrupted by the impassable condition 


of the Ohio river at Wheeling since the ]st of Jan- 


|| uary, 1840; which letter and statement were laid 


upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, trans- 
mitting a report in relation to the ships New York 
and St. Lawrence, in obedience to the resolution of 


the House of the 17th February, 1846; which let- 


| ter and report were laid upon the table. 


i} 


| 
} 
| 


A letter from the Postmaster General, transmit- 


| ting, in compliance with the resolution of the 


House of Representatives of the 16th instant, a 
report, showing at what rate per annum the ex- 


| penses of the post office in this city have been in- 


creased in consequence of keeping an account of 


|| the free mailable matter received at said office, what 
increase in the number of clerks in said office since 


‘ the appointment of the present postmaster, and the 


THE CONG RESSIONAL GLOBE. 


42] 


increase in the expenses of said office since the ap- 


pointment of the present postmaster; also, why the 
evening matl of members of the House is not now 
delivered at as early an iiour as at former sessions; 
which letter and report were laid upon the table. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, 

in obedience to the resolution of the House of the 
16th instant, cerufied copies of the papers on file 
in the Pension Office im the case of Freelove Waid, 
widow of Increase Waid; which letter and copies 
were laid upon the table. 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmutuing, in pursuance of the resolution of the 
louse of the 6th hustant, certified copies of the 
papers re lauve to the claim of Zenas King, for 
services rendered to the Government; which letter 
and copies were laid upon the table. 

\ letter from the Commissioner of Patents trans- 
nutune his annual report of the operations of the 
Patent Office for the year 1843; which letter and 
report were referred to the Committee on Patents. 

And then the House adjourned. 


*ETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions and memorials were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. BRINKERHOFF: The petition of A. H. Patter- 
son, of Delaware, Ohio, praying compensation for mail 
bags manufactured for the use of the Post Office Department 
of the United States: referred to the Committee ot Claims. 
The petiuion of 92 citizens of Plymouth, and 109 citizens of 
Monroeville, Ohio, praying the establishment of a naval de 


pot at Sandusky city, on Lake Erie: referred to the Com 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. W. HUNT: The petition of Svivester P. Clarke, 
and 164 citizens of Niagara county, New York, praying 


Congress to abolish capital punishment in all cases arising 
under the laws of the United States. 


By Mr. SCAMMON: The petition of heirs of Joshua 
Tratton, for commutation pay: referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. CATHCART: The memorial of E. M. Chamber- 
lain, and 176 other citizens of Indiana, asking Congress to 
make a grant of public land to aid in the coustruction of the 

suffalo and Mississippi railroad : reterred to the Committee 
on Roads and Canals 

By Mr. BROCKENBROUGIT: The memorial and docu- 
ments of John R. Chapman, of Jackson county, Florida, 
praying compensation from the unexpended balance of the 
appropriation for improving the Choctawhatchee river, and 
Holmes’s creek, in Florida, for losses incurred and services 
performed beyond the amount of his contract for improving 
the Choctawhatchee and Holmes’s creek. The petition 
of James M. Long, of Washington county, Florida, praying 
that said unexpended balance of said appropriation be ap- 
plied to the improvement of Holmes’s creek, in said county: 
referred to the Committee of Claims. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, February 25, 1346. 

The Journal having been partly read, 

Mr. SPEIGHT moved that the further reading 
be suspended; which motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 
annual report of the Commissioner of Patents; 
which, on motion of 

Mr. CAMERON, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. CORWIN presented the petition of Samuel 
Lamme, executor of Nathan Lamme, deceased, an 
officer in the revolutionary army, praying to be al- 
lowed his commutation pay; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. STURGEON presented the memorial of 
Bancroft Woodcock, in relation to his patent for a 
plough; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. ASHLEY presented the petition of Joel 
Tetum and sixty-nine others, citizens of Arkan- 
sas, praying the establishment of a post-route from 


| Eldorado, Union county, via William Chapman’s 


store, Union county, William F. Bond’s store, 
Union Parish, Louisiana, and Ouachita city, to 
Monroe, in Louisiana; which was referred to the 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 


Mr. A. also presented the petition of citizens of 
Arkansas, praying that the compensation paid to 
surveyors of the public land may be increased pro- 
portionably to the difficulties of making the sur- 
veys; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. DIX presented a petition of citizens of Onon- 
daga county, New York, praying the abrogation 
of certain treaties made with the Seneca Indians; 


which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 
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Mr. D. presented the petition of the Com- 
mon Council of the city of Rochester, praying the 
defence of the mouth of the Genesee river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Militar y Affairs. 

Mr. BEN'TON presented the petition of John 


Baldwin, praying payment of the award made in 


also 


his favor under the Mextean indemnity: which 
was referred to the Committee on lore wn Rela- 
Lous, 

Vr. ASHLEY submitted the following resolu- 


in; acreed to: 
Resolved, oa hat thie Cfomn tree on Indian A Vairs 


he instructed to inquire i 


which was 


ite the expedien v of au- 


thonzinge by law the transportation of all species of 
on the Crrand and Cowskin rivers, 
t of the State of 


Nn he done 


nrerchandize 


throueh the Indian country » Wes 


rovided the same « without 


Arkansas, p 


interfering with existing prohibitions araimst the 
sale of spirituous liquors to the Indians residing in 
that country. 

Mr. SIM Me INS subm tte | thre follow me re solu- 
tion; which |v ove 

Resolred, ‘That the Committee on the Library be 
mstructed to report a bill for the employment of 
bliram Powers to execute an ¢ pest statue of 
Washineton, in bronze: and that they include 
therem a oecla e, appropriating for that purpose 
the necessary in out of any money in the treas- 
ury not otherwise Appropriate 1. . 


Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, Vhat the Committee on Naval Affairs 
be instructed to iguire into the expediency of ex- 
amining into, and testing the usefulness of a pro- 
peller mve nted by P. Lear 

Vir. JOLINSO™, of Louisiana, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the pe- 
titon of Krank ! 
his relief; which was read, and the accompanying 
report was ordered to be printed, : : 

Mr. J. also, from the same committee, submit- 
ted an adverse report upon the petition of William 
Pennoyer; which was read, and ordered to be 
printed, 


is Summeraner, reported a bill for 


Also, an adverse report upon the petition of 
John England; which was read, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Also, an adverse report upon the petition of 
Samuel Simpson; which report was ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported a bill for the relief of Richard and Benja- 
min Kidd; which was read, and the accompanying 
report was ordered to be printed 

On motion of Mr. PHIELPS, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be dischareed from the further consider- 
ation of the petition of Francis Sumter. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
following resolution, submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Nives; which was avreed to: ee 

Resolved, That the General be di- 
rected to inform the Senate whether any contract 


’ ‘ , . 
ostmaster 


or contracts have been made for the transportation 
of the United States mail between any of the ports 
of the United States and any port or ports of a 
foreign Power, in pursuance of an act approved 
the 3d of March, 1845, entitled ** An act to provide 
for the transportation of the mail between the Uni- 
ted States and foreign countries, and for other pur- 
poses;’’ and if any such contract has been made, 
to report the terms of the same, with a statement 
of the amount of postage derived under the same, 
so far as the returns of the department will enable 
him to do so. 


The joint resolution to authorize the transmis- 
sion and presentation of books to the Minister of 
Justice of France, in exchange for books reecived 
from him, was taken up, read a third time, and 
passed. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
adverse report of the Committee on Pensions on the 
petution of Mary Jane West; which report was 
concurred in. 

* e ‘ > 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs on the claim of David Robb: which 
report was concurred in. 

lo P ‘ . 
_ Also, the adverse r¢ port of the Committee on 
Pensions, on the petition of Elizabeth Sailor; which 
report was concurred in. 

Ra te > . 

Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 


), erauion. 
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Pensions, on the petition of Hector Perkins; which 
report Was concurred m. 

‘Also, the adverse report of the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Othce, on the petition of 
David Litde, which report was concurred in. 

\lso, the adverse report of the Committee on the 
Judiciary, on the petition of Edward 8. Osgood; 
which report was concurred in, 

The PRESIDENT announced, as the next sub- 
deration, the **hill to aid the State of 
pl in the construetion of a railroad from 
lackson, through Brandon, to the western boun- 
d iry of Al thai is M he il 

Mr. SPEIGIIT suevested that bill No. 4 of the 


ject for COS 


Vississi) 


Senate, which had been made a special order, 
hould first be considered—more especially as it 
referred to a subject of the same character. He 
therefore moved that the prior orders of the day 


med, 


consideration of 


be py st} and the Senate proceed to the 
the ‘hill to apply certain alter- 
ate sections of the public domain toward the com- 
pletion of works of internal improvement in the 
State of Michigan, and for other purposes;7? W hich 
motion Was 2 

The bill wa 


as mn committee of the 


that 


ereed to, 
s then taken up, read, and considered 
whole; when 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE offered a few remarks ex- 
nlanatory of the objects of the bill, and advocating 
the works of internal improve- 
ment alluded to, showing their nece ssity for the in- 
terest, not only of the region of country in which 
they are situated, but of the Union at large. Be- 
fore Mr. W. had concluded his remarks he gave 
way to 

Mr. PREESE, who submitted a motion that the 
Senate proeced to the consideration of the special 
order; which motion was agreed to. 

A mess wes received from the Hlouse of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
passed an act to repeal the act requiring one of the 
judges of the circuit court of the District of Co- 
lumbia to reside in Alexandria, in which the con- 
currence of the Senate was requested, 


. 


com ile tion of the 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


At one o’clock, the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of the special order, being the Joint 
Resolution of Mr. ALLEN, as amended by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, proposing to give no- 
tice to Great Britain of the intention of the United 
States to annul the convention for the joint oceu- 
paney of the Oregon territory, and the resolutions 
of Messrs. Hannecan, Catnoun, and Crirren- 
pow, and the Joint Resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the same subject. 

The question pending being on the substitute 
moved by Mr. CrirrenpEn— 

Mr. DICKINSON resumed his remarks: 

Mr. Presiwent: I had nearly closed the remarks 
which I had to submit to the Senate vesterday, 
when I gave way for a motion that the Senate go 
into Executive session. I had endeavored to show 
that the title of the United States to the whole of 
the Oregon territory was perfect. I had admitted 
that the citizens, or rather the subjects of Great 
Britain, had certain rights there, which rights I en- 
deavored to define; and, in speaking concerning the 
negouations which had taken place between the two 
Governments, I endeavored to show, in the course 
of the remarks which I made, that this Govern- 
ment had been the party yielding ; that all conces- 
sions had been on one side; and that the whole 
difficulty which has arisen concerning the Oregon 
territory has been the fruits of the convention of 
1818. And for the purpose of making these posi- 
tions the more clear, I had alluded to the public 
history of the country as connected with the nego- 
tiations relating to the northeastern boundary, and 
of the treaty made in relation to that boundary—a 
treaty which, in my judgment, popular opinion has 
not approved. I adverted to the unfortunate diffi- 
culty which arose upon that question of boundary, 
and in connexion with that subject I stated colla- 
terally that I understood it had recently been 
charged in the other House that the fee of the at- 
torney who defended McLeod was paid out of the 
National Treasury. [remarked at the time that I 
did not vouch for the truth of the statement. I 
was surprised at it, but it having been stated by a 
member of Congress, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs in the other branch of 

Congress, I thought it a matter worthy of consid- 
It seemed to me a great abuse—one 
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which, if true, deserved correction, and if not, it 
should be promptly denied. — I referred to it ex- 
pressly for the purpose of calling the attention of 
Senators, and particularly of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, to the fact, in order to 
rive that distinguished Senator an opportunity of 
affirming or denying the statement; and I propose, 
if it be in order, to read a part of the debate which 
took place in the other House. 

{Mr. EVANS. It is not in order.] 

I am aware that it is not in order, and, if object- 
ed to, [ shall not of course insist upon reading it. 
My object is merely to call the atiention of Sen- 
ators to the fact. As 1 before remarked, I under- 
stood that such a statement was made in the other 
louse, and I was willing to show, by reading a 
passage from the debate, that I was justified in 
saying that it had been made, without intending 
to vouch in any respect for its truth; for I admit 
that I had understood the facts to have been other- 
wise, and was surprised to find that such a decla- 
ration had been made; and I will add, that the 
District Attorney of the northern district of New 
York, by that remark, would seem to be impli- 
cated. I feel bound to state, however, from my 
own knowledge, that great injustice is done to that 
distinguished oficer by the remark to which I have 
alluded, because it is there stated that he was ap- 
pointed District Attorney, and a fee of five thousand 
dollars paid to him, on account of lis having de- 
fended McLeod. His appointment was made 
lone after he had undertaken the defence of 
MeLeod, which defence he undertook in his pri- 
vate capacity as a practising lawyer; and after his 
appointment he did not feel justified in abandoning 
the defence of his client, whose case was carried 
on ina different court from that to which his ap- 
pointment related. 1 referred to this subject in 
connexion with the diplomatic history, merely to 
show the spirit of compromise which has charac- 
terized the Government. I also remarked that the 
Federal Government interfered with the course of 
justice in the State of New York; I do not mean 
lawlessly, or that any attempt was made to arrest 
the proceedings of the court there by foree or im- 


' proper means; but I wished to be understood as 


stating that the interference consisted in insisting 
that the State courts could not hold cognizance of 
the case after it was ascertained and ruled that the 
individual acted under the orders of Her Majesty’s 
Government. It was declared on the part of the 
3ritish Government that McLeod, whatever he 
did perform, acted under the authority of her Ma- 
jesty’s Government. Mr. Fox, in his official des- 
natch, declared that the Government of Great 
Britain held itself responsible, in the broadest 
sense of the term, for the act. A habeas corpus 
was issued for the purpose of bringing McLeod 
before the Federal tribunals. The Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States was directed, by a letter 
from the Secretary of State, to proceed to New 
York and to investigate the affair. 

[Mr. D. here read from the letter of the Secre- 
tary containing the instructions to the Attorney 
General, and stating that the evidence upon which 
the application was made for the removal of 
McLeod from the jurisdiction of the State courts, 
was an affidavit containing the sanction, on the 
part of the British Government, of the act com- 
mitted. ] 

That is the letter to which I alluded yesterday. 
All I intended was to remark, that it had been in- 
sisted on the part of the Federal Government that 
the State authorities had no right to try an indi- 
vidual who had committed an offence against the 
United States, It is not the proper time to discuss 
a question of this gravity, but 1 speak of it as an 
extraordinary concession to the British Govern- 
ment, that, in a matter upon which they insisted, 
the Federal Government sought to give effect to 
their demand, by preventing the State of New York 
from proceeding in the ordinary course of justice. 
The trial did take place, however, and the defence 
was not on the merits of the case, but upen the 
question whether an individual could be tried in 
the courts of law, or whether he must be tried ac- 
cording to the law of nations? I understood the 
proposition to lay down the rule distinctly, that, 
the act having been done under the sanction of the 
British Government, the State courts had no au- 
thority to try the offender. And I understood that 
the Attorney General had been directed, in case 
his application should be overruled, to say that a 
writ of error would be brought, and the case carried 
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by that means ultimately into the Federal courts. | 


Subsequently, and I believe while Lord Ashburton 


was here, an act was passed to give the individual | 


in such cases the benefit of habeas corpus. Lord 
Brougham, speaking of this act, somewhat incor- 


rectly says: * An act was passed altering the Con- | 


stitution, and rendering it impossible, henceforth, | 


that such cases could occur.”’ 


I concluded, there- | 


fore, that the success of the British negotiator has | 


been triumphant and complete. In speaking of this 
I intended to characterize it as neither more nor less 


ernment: I had shown that we had conceded fre- 
quently, and I spoke of this as another concession. 
The third matter to which I purpose to call the 


attention of the Senate in the history of the diplo- | 


matic correspondence, was the Right of Search, in | 
which every thing was yielded and nothing gained | 


by this Government. When the question came up 


as to the right of search, (being nothing more nor | 


less than the right of impressment in war, and the 


right of visit in peace,) it was protested against by | 


our Government at all times and on all occasions. 
‘The distinguished Secretary of State, in his corres- 


ao with Lord Ashburton—a correspondence, | 


ry the way, conducted with signal ability—showed 


that it was clearly a question of impressment: Lord | 


Ashburton waived this question, though it will be 
seen by the correspondence that he insisted upon 
the right, but hoped there would be some arrange- 
ment respecting it. Mr. Webster contended that 
an American ship, like the American soil, was 
privileged from intrusion, and that foreign author- 
ity had no more right to intrude upon the one than 
to invade the other. The right of impressment was 
not insisted upon; but the right of search, which 
had been carried into practice on many occasions, 
was insisted upon. About this time five great Pow- 
ers of Europe rad entered into what was called the 
Quintuple See viz: Austria, Russia, Prussia, 
France, and England. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Do I understand the 
Senator as saying that the British Minister insisted 
upon the right of impressment? 

Mr. DICKINSON. Notatall. But I think he 
does virtually in time of war, though it is not ne- 
cessary to be carried into practice now; but he 
rather waived the subject. 

These five great Powers had entered into a trea- 
ty, which had been signed and ratified by all of 
them except France. ‘The pretence for that treaty 
was the right of search, for the purpose of pre- 
venting slavery and arresting piracy on the high 
seas. Slavery seemed to be peculiarly obnoxious 
to Russia—that is, African slavery; her own slaves 
being white, were not entitled to her sympathies. 
Our Minister at that time at the Court of France 
(Mr. Cass) protested against the ratification of that 
treaty by France, thinking that there was an at- 
tempt to make it a law of nations, and to him was 
attributed by England the defeat of its ratification 
by France. He did not insist that they had no 
right to arrest a ship which was actually engaged 
in piracy or in the slave-trade, even if she carried 
the American flag as a deception; but he insisted 
that when they boarded a ship it should be at their 
peril. On the other hand, they claimed the right 
to enter any ship if she was under the American 
flag, or any other I suppose, and possess herself 
of a knowledge of all that appertained to the ship, 
for the purpose of deciding whether she were a pi- 


rate or not, without giving satisfaction of any kind || 


to the flag whose rights she had violated, because 
she considered it her right to search for the pur- 
pose of arresting piracy upon the high seas. This 
question formed the subject of negotiations here. 
If it was not yielded, it was passed over and left 
for further consideration. It constituted one of 
the great items of difficulty, and was yielded or 
passed by, as I have already noticed. Perhaps, 
sir, I ought to read what was said by Lord Brough- 
am in the British Parliament, in the discussion of 
that treaty, in regard to our Minister in France, 
who had done nothing more than protest, in form, 
in firm and temperate language, against the ratifi- 
cation of that treaty. In the discussion upon that 
treaty in the British Parliament, that distinguished 
statesman, in speaking of the refusal of France to 
ratify the treaty, said: [Here Mr. D. read the 
language used by Lord Brougham.}] This inel- 
egant invective was earned by the American Minis- 
ter in France, for insisting that she had no right to 
violate the American flag; and this matter, which so 
deeply concerns the honor and interests of the na- 


tion, in which our whole merchant marine was con- 
cerned, in which every citizen of the United States 
was concerned, was passed over. I do not object 
to its having been passed by, but T allude to it as 
showing the concessions, the yielding, compliant 
spirit of this Government; while at the same time 
we are told that we are in favor of a war, and are 
unwilling to yield an inch of ground to avert it. 
Here are three subjects already disposed of—the 
northeast boundary, the case of the Caroline, and 


‘ the right of search; and the remaining question, the 
than an extraordinary concession to the British Gov- || 


Oregon question, is precisely where it was then. 


| We have seen, Mr. President, what has been the 


| effect of negotiations. 


We have seen who has 


| shown the greatest disposition to yield: and now, 











t 





with the dignity of both nations. 


notice which is provided for by the treaty. 
| is said it will lead to war, 


what is to be the result in regard to this matter? 
What is voing to arise from it? Sir, the treaty of 
1818, which provides for joint occupation, (an ex- 
pression, by the way, not entirely applicable,) pro- 
vides for its termination after a year’s notice; and 
this question of notice is a practical question, 
which can be discussed with considerable brevity. 
What kind of notice shall be given? Sir, I would 
prefer the notice which is provided for by the trea- 
ty. It appears to me that this would best comport 
The ceneral fit- 
ness of things indicates that we should give the 
} dut it 
How? In what man- 
ner? To give anotice in the manner in which a trea- 
ty between two friendly powers has provided may 
be given at any time by either of the parties? Nor 


| do I deem it necessary to give it in any particular 


manner or any particular phraseology, but to give 
simply the notice provided for by the treaty. 

But it is said we must compromise. How shall 
we compromise? There is no question of compro- 
mise before us. Negotiations have been broken 
off; the last offer was made from our side. Will 
that arrest negotiations? Is it possible the giving 
of the notice will arrest negotiations ? y 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON. Will the Senator per- 
mit me to ask a single question? I understood him 
to say yesterday, in speaking of this subject, that 
he was willing, if a commercial treaty was pro- 
posed by England, to meet her half way. Am I 
to understand by this that the Senator is willing to 

ield free trade, if she offers free trade to us? 

Mr. DICKINSON. I will endeavor to make 
myself understood. I felt the same difficulty in the 
discussion of the question that the Senator did in 
listening to it. The interest had necessarily pass- 
ed away, in the protracted discussion which has 
taken place. I felt bound, nevertheless, to express 
my views upon the subject, as I intimated a few 
days aro I would. What I intended to say in re- 
lation toa treaty was, that | would meet England 
in the same spirit in which any advance may be 
made by her. I did not propose either free trade 
or a protective tariff. I proposed reciprocal advan- 
tages. I proposed to treat with her as becomes an 
enlightened commercial nation, in a spirit of reci- 
procity. Does the Senator understand me? 

Mr. CLAYTON. The gentleman will under- 
stand to what I allude. In the report of his re- 
marks I find the following: 

‘¢ Whenever Great Britain shall propose a com- 
‘mercial treaty, interesting to this Government, I 
‘hope we shail meet her half-way; I hope we shall 
‘ meet her in the same spirit of concession, of com- 
‘promise, and good feeling which should charac- 
‘terize two great nations. I hope we shall enter 
‘into it in a spirit which becomes us as a nation.”’ 

The Senator afterwards remarked: 

‘©The Almighty has created mouths there, and 
‘materials to feed them here. The territories of 
‘this continent are destined for the production of 
‘that material, not under her Government, but un- 
‘der a Government of freedom.”’ 

Taking these passages in connexion, I under- 
stood that he was ready to make a commercial 
treaty on the subject of the tariff, and I wish to 
know if he is willing to make a treaty tariff? 

Mr. DICKINSON. I will answer the Senator. 


| Thad noallusion to any particular kind of a treaty, 


nor to any particular kind of tariff ; nor can I now 
be drawn into discussion upon any. If England 
offered us advantages, I would offer advantages to 
her. I meant that I would meet England, as I 


| said, half-way, in the spirit which becomes a great 
| commercial nation. {| 
In what kind of commercial | 


Mr. CLAYTON. 


treaty ? 
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which shall be mutually advantageous; which shall 
be, on the whole, (and I am not for conceding 
more,) as advantageous to the interests of this na- 
tion, to every class of indnstry here, as it shall be 
tothem. I have not considered, nor am I now 
able, nor disposed in this discussion if [ were able, 
to consider precisely what kind of treaty should be 
made between the two nations. It will be time 
enough to discuss that question when it comes up. 
The whole burden of my argument had reference 
to the Oregon question, and that is one which 
should stand by itself, and be judged by its own 
merits. ‘The territory should be retained by us if 
it belongs to us; if not, it should be yielded; but I 
insisted it does belong to us, and therefore should 
not be yielded up. If Great Britain should throw 
open her ports, it will have nothing to do with this 
question. In reference to that, my opinion is, that 
we should treat with her, and meet her at least 
half-way. 

I was remarking, at the time I was interrupted 
by the honorable Senator from Delaware, as to 
what would be the effect of the notice; and hence 
I object, although it is of very little consequence, 
toa part of the resolution coming from the House, 
which provides that it shall not terminate negotia- 
tions. Sir, it cannot terminate them; it is the very 
inducement to negotiations. It brings the parties 
together; it shows them that the question must be 
settled, and that the first thourht must be directed 
with a view of bringing the matter to a close. 

Sir, there is no question of compromise before 
the Senate; therefore none can be discussed by me. 
I have asserted and endeavored to maintain our 
title to the whole. [ have endeavored to show by 


| what it was incumbered legally, and by what 


| ing the party properly in possession. 


practically, and I leave all these questions, having 
stated precisely what is the nature of the question 
now before the Senate. I approve of the meas- 
ures which the President has recommended. Great 
Britain has taken armed occupation, and extended 
her laws over a territory over which she had no 
rizht to extend them; and I would extend the laws 
of the United States, not only over our citizens in 
that territory, but over the territory itself, we be- 
And I care 


| notif her citizens, hunters, traders, or block-houses 


are there practically or not by the treaty stipula- 


‘tions. We are admitted to be the party in pos- 


session, and she has no right to regard it as offen- 


| sive that we extend our laws over our territory ; 


| are upon the continent. 


and if she persists in retaining her block-houses, 
I would erect block-houses too, not confining them 
to any one portion, but extending them over the 
whole territory. Sir, it should be the policy of 
this Government not to seek for territory beyond 
the continent, but to retain all its territories that 
We never can acknowl- 


| edge the European doctrine of the balance of 
power, which has recently been so offensively ex- 


ercised upon this continent. Weown not a single 


| island of the ocean, and I trust we shall never de- 
| sire to own any; but there should be the very 


strongest inducement for retaining the territory 
upon the continent that belongs to us. Look at 
the difference of policy of the two Governments: 


| hers to extend her possessions to every part of the 
| known world; ours to remain upon the continent, 


not wishing to extend our possessions to one sin- 
ele island. 
When the question of the annexation of Texas 


| was under discussion, did we not see the Govern- 


ments of Great Britain and France interfering, and 
upon one principle, that they had a right to pre- 


| vent us from gaining the balance of power in our 


favor upon this continent? Can that doctrine be 
submitted to? Can it be tolerated? Can it be per- 


| mitted to operate, when we propose to retain a 


territory: to which the United States is clearly en- 
titled—-a policy which seeks to cireumscribe our 
limits, and that, too, by a Power which has now 
greater possessions upon this continent than has 
this Government? This is a matter that, sooner 
or later, will become very material; it is a matter 
which concerns our policy now, whether we shall 
bootlessly cede away a territory to which we are 
entitled. 

In every one of the negotiations to which I have 
alluded there has been a threat of war, and yet 


| there has been no war concerning any one of them; 


nor do I believe there would have been war if our 
rights had been asserted and maintained. It is as 
much against her interest to go to war as it is 


Mr. DICKINSON. In the kind they propose |! against ours. She cannot strike a blow upon a 
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commercial city without injuring herself as much 


as she 


injures us. If she commit acts of rapine, 
she sees that she will hervelf be a sufferer. 

It is said that it is a remote territory, and there- 
fore the | Science has annihilated both 
time and space, as it regards this continent at least. 
The route to Oregon, when travelle d by steam, as 
it will be at no distant day, will bring that territory 
nearer to Us in pout of time than some parts of 
the United States few years 
What was formerly revarded by superstiuon as 


4 valuable, 


were some sinee, 


the messenver of ble wel venvenance, CONVEYS 
now ws well the tones of allection as the cold trans- 
acuons of busine iverything conspires to show 


us that mm this Government our remotest posts are 
the most to be relied on to sustain and uphold the 
Grovermment: not as inthe ease of a central Gov- 
in the case of Great Britain, where 
rreat powe rconsist 
extends the 


grave ed by ccentral nower:s 
- Phe "Vs ! \ . 


ernment, not as 
in concentration, and the more 
ae hire she is weake ned, because 
not so in a Grovern- 
ment where the executive powe ras the sovere ignty 
W here the sov- 
ereigvh powe r rests W ith the yt ole . there Cve ry cXe- 
s strength and durability. But within 
one of the South American re publics, the Argen- 
renmtine of oreat 
Powel battled against 


each other, now undertaking to rerulate what they 


of the pn ople, and not ws master, 


tension vive 


confederation, we see two these 


, Who have for centuries 


call the balance of power—entering into an arrange- 
y are to revulate the aflairs ofa 
republic with which they are in no way concerned, 
It is a part of the same spirit which led them to in- 


ment ly whieh the 


terpose in the case of Texas annexation; a part of 


the same spirit by which they wish to circumserily 
our boundaries upon the northwest coast. [tis a 
mivht as well be met first as Jast: 
met, met with firmness, for it is our 
duty not only to assert our rights, but to maintain 
them. 


matter which 


and, when 


Great Britain, we are told, is a great and power- 
ful nation. She ecertamly is all that; but, sir, is 
that any reason why we ahould yield what does 
not belong to her? It is no reason, and should 
never be advanced as an argument. It would be 
as unjust, more , to go to war with a feeble 
Power, whatever might be the causes for war. 
She has great power; she is a great Government: 
but itus not always the greatest Government that 
gives evidence of the greatest strength. She has 
soldiers within the artic snows, and she has sol- 
diers beneath the burning sun of the equator, but 
that is no reason why she is strong. A profuse 
expenditure is no evidence of substantial wealth: 


SO 


nor is there reason to suppose, because she has 
armies in every quarter of the globe, that she is 
much be dreaded some gentlemen would 
have us believe. Nordo I any reason to de- 
preciate her power. She has been mighty for 
ages. She exerted her power in 1776 against this 
country; and again in [s8l2.) Is 
than then? 
she has been constantly Increasing her naval and 
military foree, but there has been an increased de- 
mand equal tothe supply. + 
to yield becanse she 1s increasing her force ? 
tainly not. 
and proposes peace to us, we should be ready to 
accept it; and when she arms let us arm also, and 
place our country li a situation to be defended. 
Sir, she understands all this. She is not to be 
deceived by any expressions made use of in ¢ 


gress or elsewhere. 


so 
to 


as 


sce 


sh stronger how 


She has to maimtain her POSSESSions : 


should it be our policy 
Cer- 
When she tenders the olive branch, 


Olle 
Her vrreat streneth les ina 
power centered in her Ministers; it consists in her 
diplomacy. She knows well the strong sympathy 
that our commercial interests have with hers. She 
knows that her commercial, and, in short, all her 
interests, are opposed toa war. She knows that 
her commercial interests would be virtually de- 
stroyed by it, and she knows that such interests 
will use their intluence to prevent a war; and hence 
itis that, after having talked of war, and threaten- 
ed, she generally waits and allows her dipiomacy 
to conquer. Sir, itis thirty years since she turn- 
ed her guns against us, and [ hope it will be thirty 
years longer before she will again, because, as a 
Christian nation, none of us oucht to desire war. 
But our rights must be maintained; and if the main- 
tenance of those rights produce war, we must re- 
gard itas ourdestiny. But, while we consider the 
greatness and the power of the British Govern- 
ment, have we no resources ? Are wea weak and 
penurious Government? [trust not. [am against 
war; | hope we shall have none; but in case it be- 





comes necessary to defend our possessions, have 
we not the power? Look upon the great lakes, 
and from thence to the Rio del Norte. Go into the 
ferule prairies of the West, and from thence to the 
St. Johns, and see twenty millions of people free 
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and happy; no standing armies to consume the sub- | 


stance of the Government; no hired soldiers to 
stand over industry, and wrench from it its earn- 
ings. Bat, sir, you see millions of men and mil- 
lions of arms, millions of swords ready to leap 
from therr seabbards at a moment’s warning, to 
defend the interests and honor of the country— 
literally, sir, a great standing army; every man 
armed and equipped by himself; nota hireling, 


but ready to ficht for his own fireside and his altar: | 


and millions of fair hands, like the mothers and 
daughters of the Revolution, ready to feed, and 
clothe, and to bind up, if need be, the lacerated 
bosom of the soldier. 

Tam not willing that the territory, or any part 
of it, shall be retained against rights which are 
clear and well defined, and which have been ac- 
knowledged by the world. But when the assertion 
has been made that Oregon—the whole of Oregon— 
is ours; and when it has been declared by an emi- 
nent statesman of our own that Great Britain has 
noteven a ** color of claim”’ to it; considering, too, 
Whence it is we have derived our rights to it,—shall 
we not lament, and lament bitterly, over our loss, 
if Oreeron shall be finally lost throuch aur neglect ? 
But then it will be too late; and the country may 
reproach our vain lamentations, in the language of 
the Moorish mother of Boabdil, when he had lost 
Grenada: ** Thou weepest like a woman over that 
which thou daredst not defend like a man.” 

But I view this whole question as not a mere 
struccle for Orezon. No, sir; it is something far 
ereater than a strife about a distant ter- 
riiory ou the shores of the Pacific. It is a ques- 
tion between two great systems; between mon- 


hieher, far 


archy and republicanism; between the Old World | 


and the New; between the hereditary darkness of 
the Old World and the radiant sunlight of the 
New: 
Europe and the fertile prairies of western America. 
rom the commencement of the world there had 
been an effort on the part of some men to lord it 
over their fellows by Divine commission. From 
this spirit, and the conduct that grew out of it, 
most of the wars in the world have had their origin. 
Hence the inquisition had sprung up; this had 
moved its racks and kindled its fagots, till streams 
of human blood flowed round its polluted altar, It 
was in this same spirit that the desire had its origin 
which claimed without a title vast regions in the 
dom. ‘This it was which caused an inhospitable 
coast on the northern seas to be held as an object 
of such lmiportance io the monarchies of the Old 
World. Great Britain did not want this territory. 
It was said that we could not need it, because we 
had already territory enough without this addition; 
but micht not the same be said of that wide-spread 
It was urged that we 
had more territory already than we could defend: 
but was not this ‘equally true of her? 
us was an adjacent and a valuable territory; to her 
it was but a far distant place of Indian trade. Mr. 
D. said he would preserve it for the adventurous 
young who were fast pressing into it to achieve a 
home and a substance: he would keep it for aged 
penury which might there find shelter and filial 
protection. He would gladly see the principles and 
laws of our own free Government spreading into 
these virgin realms of nature, to fertilize and bless 
them with all that made us happy. He would 
keep it as a rich reward for the energy and enter- 
prise of our hardy frontier men. But he wanted 
Oregon for another purpose also: he wanted it for 
the down-trodden and the oppressed from the Old 
World, who might here throw off their chains, and 
sit down under their own vine and their own fig 
tree, with none to make them afraid. He wanted 
it especially for the down-trodden sons of Ireland, 
and for Eneland too, when that destined hour 
should come, when, like the sea, she should give 
up her living dead. 

Mr. D. would close by saying 


and sull grasping emptre ? 


g, that while he 
would use every honorable effort to prevent war, 


vet, if this territory of Oregon was clearly ours, | 


as he believed it was, our right to it must be main- 
tained and defended. Better fight for the first foot 
than for the last; for the doorsill than for the 
hearthstone; for the hearth than for the altar. 


between the miners and manufacturers of | 


Oregon to | 


Mr. DAYTON moved that the further considera- 
tion of this subject be deferred till next Monday 
fortnight. He thought there was no necessity of 
deciding on it now; it had already engrossed the 
attention of the Senate for a considerable ume, to 
the exclusion of almost all other business. On the 
table and on the calendar there were some sixty 
bills and resolutions waiting the action of this body; 
while in the committees it was understood that 
much business was pressing for attention. 

Mr. D. was free to confess that his own feelings 
had been strongly operated upon by the recent in- 
telligence received from England, the tone of which 
was seemingly so very friendly and pacific; and he 
could not see what necessity there was for so great a 
hurry in pressing this question toa decision at this 
moment. ‘The news appeared to him as apparently 
evincing a quiet, peaceable spirit on the part of the 
British Government and people, and he felt dis- 
posed to mect it in the same tone of mind; and 
there was no better mode of showing this than by 
proving that we were actuated by no such hot haste, 
no such rampant zeal,as would push us on to an 
instant decision of questions so grave and impor- 
tant as those now before the Senate. He would 
add, as a further reason for the postponement, that 
it would comport, as he understood, with the views 
of individual members of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN said he should be constrained to 
vote against the motion. It had been the practice 
of this body, and certainly a very worthy one, to 
accommodate each other by the postponement for 
a day, or sometimes even fur several days, of a sub- 
ject under consideration, when any member desired 
it in order to complete his preparations for address- 
ing the body; and so far the practice had promo- 
ted the enlightened discussion of important public 
measures, as well as that mutual courtesy which 
so eminently characterized the deportment and 
proceedings of the Senate; and Mr. A. certainly 
had no objection to a brief postponement of the 
present discussion if any Senator would say that 
he was inelined to speak, but wished a day or two 
days’ delay, with a view to complete his prepara- 
tions for doing so; and he should make no opposi- 
tion to having the subject passed by informally for 
such a purpose, 

dut that was not the ground on which the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey proposed so remote a post- 
ponement of the debate as to two weeks from Mon- 
day next. The Senator desired this avowedly as 
a matter of general policy. He had reminded the 

| Senate that there were other matters on its table 
waiting for action, (which was very true,) and had 


|| thought that it would be wise in the Senate not to 
north, with a view to restrain the progress of free- 


appear in hot haste to come to a decision on the 
pending question. 

Mr. A. did not think that the haste had been 
great, much less hot. No part of the action of 
this Government was unanticipated on the other 
side of the water. They have now had the Mes- 
sage from the President for two months before 
them, recommending the adoption of certain meas- 
ures which he deemed proper in the existing pos- 
ture of our affairs. So far as the legislation of 
Congress was concerned, they have had an oppor- 
tunity of observing that the line of policy recom- 
mended in the President’s Message, has proved the 
basis of all our discussions, and there was nothing 
in the state of the question, in view of the effect 
intended by it, to justify the motion which had 

, just been made. 

As to the news from England, of which they 
had heard so much, Mr. A. must be allowed to 
say that he differed greatly from the impressions 
of some gentlemen, and this he thought would ap- 
year when it came to be more closely examined. 
He did not think that the public expressions of 
opinion on the floor of the two Houses of the Brit- 
ish Parliament, especially those proceeding from 
Cabinet Ministers, and much less the language 
and tone of the public journals, afforded any proof 
at all of what were the real designs of the British 
Government. That sagacious Government would 
be the last on earth to tell the whole world what 
it designed to do before it was prepared to do it. 
All that sort of intelligence, drawn from sources 
without the walls of Parliament, and drawn from 
the language of the public prints, furnish no evi- 
dence whatever of the designs of the British Cabi- 
net. No stress at all ought to be laid on this sort 
of news, and no importance whatever attached to 

‘it. If it was worthy of any regard at all, the infer- 


ence to be drawn from it would be this: that pur- 














poses the very reverse of those openly professed 
were really and in truth designed. 

3ut it would not be just to the Senate to go into 
a discussion of that matter now. He believed that 
gendemen equally wise might differ widely in giv- 
ing a character to the news which had recently 
been received. The question before the Senate 
was to be considered, not in reference to newspa- 
per intelligence from England, but in reference to 
the interests of our own country. Until it should 
be shown that those interests would be prejudiced 
by as early a decision of this question as practi- 
cable, he thought that no suilicient reason was 
shown for the proposed postponement. 

As to the other argument of the Senator, drawn 
from the state of business in the Senate, it was well 
known thata considerable part of that business was 
daily disposed of during the morning hour, and 
another portion of it from time to time in execu- 
tive session; and amid the entire mass of business 
sull pending, to which the honorable Senator had 
alluded, Mr. A. did not know of a single measure 
which required immediate acuon. The Senate was 
now probably half through the existing debate; if 
it should be interrupted now for any considerable 
time, When it should be resumed again it would 
come up with all the freshness of originality. ‘The 
question would be comparatively new again; new 
matter might be introduced into it, and the discus- 
sion almost interminably prolonged. 

Mr. A. did not desire that the Senate should ex- 


hibit before the world any sign or symptom of || 
hesitation; for the leading thought which had gov. | 


. : os 
erned Mr. A.’s course throughout this whole af- | 


versy was to show no disposition to quake or quail 
before the power of Great Britain. We had an 
unquestioned right, recorded in a solemn treaty, 
under the specific provisions of the convention it- 


} 


self, to give, at pleasure, notice of its prospective | 


termination; and, if we chose to do so, she had no 
right to complain. ‘The termination of the con- 
vention was suspended on the simple will of either 
of the parties, and on that will alone; and as the 
proposition before the Senate was simply to ex- 
press our will that the convention should cease, 
there could be no need, before deciding upon its 
adoption, for a prolonged delay, in order that we 
might take counsel from events arising on the other 
side of the Atlantic. 
none to be consulted by this Government as to the 
measures it chose to adopt in support of its own 
rights, or as to the time of their sdention. If the 
Senate should now postpone its decision, it would 


We acknowledged a right in | 


appear before the world like a recoil, like a hesita- | 
tion, like quailing from a want of nerve; like a’ 


want of heart for the work we were transacting on 
behalf of the first nation in the world. The moral 
eflect of such a pause would be bad—bad in the 
extreme—bad in every aspect—bad as to its effect 
on the chances of future peace for the country; 
because, as Mr. A. had observed in the beginning 


~ * . . ° 1} 
fair had been, that our only safety in this contro- || go on, he would suggest that the vote be at once 


| to assume, and every Senator would then be able | 


ers were acting in unison on a part of this conti- 
nent. Mr. A. alluded to the idea thrown out in 
the leading journal of Paris, and instantly caught 
up by those in London, that a monarchical form 
of Government, with a European alliance, and un- 
der a European guaranty, was in contemplation 
for Mexico. ‘This was the great and the chief idea 
contained in the recent news; it was an idea im- 
mediately connected with this question; it had 
been so connected in the debates of the French 
Chamber of Deputies, and also with the balance 
of power to be preserved on this continent by the 
joint power of France and of Great Britain. “The 
recent intelligence thus held out the intimation of 
a great contest ahead, and one which we could not 
avoid without making up our minds to a surrender 
of everything like national independence. While 
such designs were in contemplation by European 
Powers, it Was no time for us to stagger or to quail, 
as if we feared the consequences of voting im fa- 
vor of a notice which it was our clear right to give 
whenever we thought fit. 

Mr. A. repeated his unwillingness to oppose the 
wishes of any Senator who might desire a day or 
two’s postponement for preparation, if he was in- 
clined to take part in the debate; but he was ut- 
terly opposed to a longer postponement, or one 
which rested avowedly on other grounds. It would 
have a bad moral effect; an effect peculiarly injn- 
rious at the present moment; and he should there- 
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seemed to consider that it had become rather a stale 
question. A little freshness was desirable by all 
manner of means. [A laugh.] He hoped it might 
comport with the views of Senators that the ques- 
tion might be postponed. 

Mr. CASS rose to speak only to one topic— 

Mr. HAYWOOD. = ** Inevitable war?’ 

Mr. CASS. Oh no! Don’t be alarmed, I will 
not use the word inevitable at all. Iam not go- 
ing to make a war speech. If he rightly under- 


| stood the Senator from New Jersey, |Mr. Day- 


Ton,| he grounded his motion for postponement 
on the pacific news recently received from Eng- 
land, the tenor of which led him to conelude that 
the course of Great Britain was likely to be more 
pacific. Now, Mr. C. would say, before the Sen- 
ate and before the country, that there was not a 
man, from one end of this Union to the other, whe 
was more desirous of peace than he was. So were 
all Senators round him: he took it they were all 
for peace. Some may suppose the danger of war 
to be more imminent than others; but there ts not 
one on either side of the Hlouse willing to sacrifice 


| the honor and interests of the country for an un- 


fore be compelled to vote against the pending mo- | 


tion of the honorable Senator from New Jersey. 


| 


Mr. CALHOUN hoped that no such motion | 
would prevail: if no Senator was now prepared to | 


taken on the pending amendments, that some idea 
might be formed as to the shape the question was 


to make up his mind upon his final course. He 
hoped this course would be taken. He under- 


| stood that the Senator from Georgia [Mr Co.evirr]} 
| had expressed a purpose of offering an amend- 


ment to the pending amendment, proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Crittenpen,] to 
the resolution as reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. The Senate was now full, and 
he hoped the honorable Senator from Georgia 


| would now bring forward his amendment, and let 
it be passed upon, together with that of the gentle- | 


man from Kentucky, by the Senate. 


Then they | 


| would know what shape the resolution was to as- | 
sume. 


Mr. DAYTON said he had not made the motion || 


| to postpone with any view to his own personal ac- 


| the Senate. 


| bad moral influence. 


of this debate, our hope of peace on this subject | 


rested solely on our hearts. If we showed no dis- 
position to falter, no wavering, no unsettled pur- 


pose, Great Britain, knowing in her own con- | 
science that she had no just right to Oregon, could | 
not, and dare not, take offence at our exercise of | 


our own right; but if we exhibited the smallest || 


symptom of hesitation, she would push us to the | 


wall, and sooner or later would compel us, right 
or wrong, to resort to extremities. 

He perceived in the recent news from England 
matter far more serious than that which related to 


Oregon,and matter which went fully to justify the | 
views he had expressed when opening the present || 


discussion. 
in England but elsewhere, this Oregon question 
was to be but a pivot, on which a much greater 
question was to be made to turn; a question which 


It was very manifest that, not only | 


concerned itself immediately with the relations of | 


this continent to Europe. He had said that no 
great importance was to be attached to matter 
which appeared in the public papers in England; 
but one idea had been broached there which it be- 
hooved this Government deeply to fix its attention 
upon: an idea broached simultaneously in Eng- 
land and in France; broached specifically, not in 
vague generalities, but expressly and by name; 
broached, not by the ordinary newspapers, but by 
the official organs (so far as any public journal 
could be worthy of that name) under the eye of 
both Governments; and broached, lastly, at the 
very time when the combined fleets of both Pow- 
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commodation, but altogether from other considera- 
tions. j 
ator from Ohio [Mr. Atiten} which demanded an 
answer, because it pertained to the question before 
The Senator objected to this post- 


One idea had been thrown out by the Sen- | 


ponement lest the world should think they were | 
quaking and hesitating, and this would havea very | 


Mr. D. was notat all afraid 
that the world would mistake the motives of the 


| 


| 
| 


The object of the motion had | 


not been that the Senate should quail, or shrink, | 


| coolly, and advisedly at the question. 


or even hesitate; but that, in view of the eminently 
pacific character of the recent intelligence from 


England, it should show to this country, to Eng- || 


land, and to the world that it was looking calmly, 


The Sena- 


| 


|, tablishments must be increased.’’ 
| 


tor might possibly be right in his suspicion that | 


the real views of the British Cabinet were not to be || 


} 


learned from the mouths of her leading statesmen | 


in open Parliament, nor from the tenor of the pub- | 


lic prints: and he would to Heaven that some other 
Governments might learn a little of the like prudent 
and dignified reserve: but still that was all the evi- 
dence we had, and, till the contrary was made to 
appear, and we had evidence that England did not 


| mean what her leading Ministers declared that she 


did mean, it might not be amiss to show the world 


| that we were looking with calmness at the state of 


this question, and were not disposed to urge it 


_rashly to a crisis, without regard to circumstances 


on either side the water. 

* ° } 
| As to voting at once upon the amendments to 
| the committee’s resolution, if Senators on the other 


side would but recollect the course of this discus- 


sion thus far, they might readily understand that 


the Senate would not be willing to leave the de- 
bate where it now stood. The discussion had now 
for weeks been confined almost exclusively to that 
side of the Chamber: and they had now arrived at 


worthy peace. Neither is there one who would 
rashly foree the country into a war. 
I had looked with a most anxious eye for the 
last intelligence; and here let me make one pass- 
Ing remark in reference to the singular fact, that 
public affairs in both countries seem to vibrate 
with the departure and arrival of every steam-slip; 
one-half of the interval is passed in speculauon ag 
to what the news may be, and the other im specu- 
lation as to whatit ought to be. But the great 
national question now before us, and which has 
for some time past occupied so much of our atten- 
tion, and of public attention, is to be settled inde- 
pendently altogether of British statesmen, the 
press, and even public opimon. It is proper to 
| see where we are going, and it is very well to as- 
| certain the state of public opimon. But 1 do not 
| see that this question should be almost indefinitely 
postponed, until we can settle down and ascertain 
what that opinion is to be. What is the last in- 
telligence from England ?—and, by-the-by, | was 
surprised to see, in the Government paper of last 
evening, a statement that the news from England 
_ was pacific and encouraging, because the Qlueen’s 
“message was pacific! What is that message? 

Do we not all know that, since the days of Wil- 
liam III, the speech from the throne might have 
| been stereotyped? It is not the public affairs that 
are spoken of—but ‘my affairs’’—* my king- 
'dom.’’ Itis all idle to look in any speech from 
| the throne for a chart, or for any indications of 
the intended policy of the Government. And 
| what does the Queen say that is so eminently pa- 
cific. ‘1 regret my difficulties with the United 
*States, and am disposed to accommodate them 

‘as well as I can consistently with my honor and 

‘interest.’? Well, L wish to know what else she 
could say; she is not going to declare war; the 

state of things does not require that. She does not 
declare what her future course will be. Is there 
anything so pacific in all that? Ifthere be, Leon- 
| fess my optics are not sharp enough tp perceive it. 
| But what else does she say? I will teil you what 
she says. She says, ‘* my military and naval es- 
t Well, that 
was not necessary as a measure of home policy. 
She knew that that measure could be carried at 
once; and the very next day Lord John Russell 
gets up and advocates it. It 1s not put as a meas- 
ure of domestic policy. Well, then, against 
whom is it aimed? Against France? No; the 
strongest alliance exists between the two Govern- 
ments—if not founded upon national feeling, upon 
a perfect intercommunication of the sovereigns and 
ministers of the two nations. It is to this country 
that all that preparation points. It is so intended ; 
on its face its purpose is evident, and he that runa 
may read. It is in fact saying to the United States: 
‘* | desire to accommodate you as far as may be 
consistent with my honor and interests; but if 
not, I am increasing my military and naval es- 
tablishments so as to be ready for you.’’ And 
even Joe Hume, the leader of the radical party for 
the last twenty years—the very Cerberus of the 
opposition—gets up and advocates that measure in 
relation to the positions of the two countries. Can 
any man doubt to what all thatleads? Sir Robert 
Peel, indeed, says that the colonial possessions of 
Great Britain had extended, and an additional de- 


a point where the gentleman from Ohio himself ' mand was thus made upon the military and naval 
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tive of his statesmanship and prudence. 

As to the temper of the British press, if I rec- 
ollect right, the Times—though not the Govern- 
ment organ, yet not without authority as the ex- 
ponent of its views—and the Morning Chronicle 
(Lord John Russell’s paper) both deny the inten- 
tions of the British Government to accept the 49th 
parallel without other considerations. The claims 
of the two countries overlap each other. It is all 
idle to say that we can stop with giving the notice, 
establishing posts, and extending our jurisdiction 
over the territory. The President expressly says 
that other measures are necessary after the notice. 
Grants of land will be made, and we will, in fact, 
proceed to take possession of the country. That 
ts our inevitable destiny. Let us then open our 
eves, and see clearly whither we are going. That 
is the part of true wisdom. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Yes—war is inevitable. 

Mr. CASS. No; I did notsayso. I said that 
the destiny of the country was inevitable. But 
this I will say, thatif you give this notice and fol- 
low it up by the other measures, and in the mean- 
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resources of the country; but that is only illustra- | 


time do not make terms with England, then I ap- | 


veal to any gentleman if war will not be inevitable? 

Vhat does Sir Robert Peel say? ‘That the British 
Minister had refused the offer of the 49th parallel, 
but he speaks with the greatest caution. If he had 
intended a pacific course, he should have said: Mr. 
Pakenham is an honorable man, and has dis- 
charged his duties with fidelity, but he has taken 
a course which is injurious to his future utility as 
a Minister in America; we will elevate him to hich 
rank, but we must recall him, and make the offer 
of the parallel of 49°. Until some such language 
was used, he could not see anything to be gained 
by the postponement of this debate. 

“Mr. BERRIEN said it was because he enter- 
tained the same views with the honorable Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. Cass] as to the probable con- 
sequences of the notice, that he was disposed to 
acquiesce in the motion of the honorable Senator 
from New Jersey, [Mr. Dayron.] He agreed 
with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ALLen] that the 
giving of this notice was indispensable, and pre- 
sented no just cause of offence to Great Britain, 
nor any ground of complaint. What Mr. B. de- 
sired was, not that the Senate should ‘‘quake,” 
but that it should deliberate, His attention had 
not been directed to Great Britain, but to ourselves. 
The duty was incumbent on us, if the preliminary 
step was taken, to follow it out: but on that ques- 
tion he would not speak at present. He was in 


favor of the suggestion of the Senator from New | 


Jersey. If the Senate had acquiesced in the mo- 


tion, it would have met his approbation; but he | 


perceived an indisposition on the other side of the 
Chamber to agree to the postponement; and the 
suggestion since made by the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. Catuoun] gave it a different as- 
pect. 

If it was in contemplation to propose now any 
modification of the amendment of the Senator from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Critrenpen,] Mr. B. would pre- 
fer, before any action was had on the present mo- 
tion, to understand what ground was to be taken 
by the amendment of the honorable Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Corevitr.] With a view to this, 
he would ask of the honorable Senator from New 
Jersey, if not unpleasant to him, to withdraw his 
motion. B 

Mr. DAYTON said he was quite willing to do 
so for any proper purpose, and he withdrew it ac- 
cordingly. 

Mr. COLQUITT said, if it was the pleasure of 
the Senate to vote on the amendments now, he 
would explain what he desired to offer as an 
amendment to the amendment offered by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Critren- 
pen.| He had said, when previously addressing 
the Senate, that he was well satisfied with the 
preamble of the Senator’s resolutions. He wished 
some little alteration in the verbiage of the resolu- 
tion, where it devolved upon the President the 
power to give the notice, and provided that it 
should not be given till after the end of the present 
session. He had altered it in these features, and 
had added a clause which he hoped would make it 
more generally acceptable to the Senators on both 
sides of the Chamber. He was ready for the no- 
tice inalmostany form. He viewed it as a peace- 


ful measure, and the whole question as constituting 
a proper subject of negotiation. 











_ The amendment of Mr. Coreuitrr was now read 
for information. 


Mr. CALHOUN hoped that the Senate would 


proceed regularly in disposing of these questions. || 


He would thank the Chair to state what was the 
question now before the Senate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT said that the first 


question would be on the amendment of the Sena- | 


tor from Kentucky, [Mr. Crirtrenpen. | 
Mr. CRITTENDEN said that, as far as he was 
concerned, he would say that, from hearing the 


resolution of the honorable Senator from Georgia | 


read, it seemed to him to be much the same in its 
spirit and purpose with his own. 
feel prepared, on a mere hearing of it from the 
Secretary’s table, to say whether he could consent 
to accept of it as a modification. 
fore deciding, to request that the proposed amend- 
ment might be printed; and, in the meanwhile, 
that the subject might be postponed till to-mor- 
row. 
Ordered, That the amendment be printed. 


Mr. CALHOUN said that he hoped, if the Sen- || 


ate adjourned, it would be with the understanding 


that the amendments would be taken up to-mor- | 


row, so that the Senate might know what form the 
resolution was to take; that those gentlemen who 
wished to debate the general question would know 


what the question to be debated was, and might || 


be prepared to take a correct and definite course. 

Mr. ALLEN said he could not countenance by 
his silence the necessity of voting at once upon the 
amendments. He moved that the Senate go into 
Executive session. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN observed that the remarks 
of the honorable Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
Catnoun] seemed to imply that to-morrow the 
Senate should vote on the amendments pending. 
He was gratified to hear that such a course was 
opposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ALLEn.] 
His own opinion was, that the several amendments 
which had been or might be offered or suggested, 
should lie on the table till the whole debate was con- 
cluded; for, if the debate was of any use in en- 


lightening the Senate, it was needed as much in re- | 


gard to the amendments as in respect to the reso- 
lution itself. He hoped the Senate would not de- 
cide, in the midst of the debate, on the amend- | 
ments to the resolution before the argument had 
cone more than half way to its termination. He 
hoped they were not going to decide in this man- 
ner by halves. 

Mr. CALHOUN said that he had predicated | 
his proposal on the condition that no Senator was | 
prepared to go on. If there were Senators anx- 
ious to speak upon the amendments, they could of | 
course do so; but he took it for granted that all the | 
gentlemen had made up their minds as to the 
amendments; there were others who were anxious | 


have been disposed of, the whole question would 
be open anew, and new amendments, in some mod- 


ified form, could, and doubtless would, then be of- | 
fered; and so the whole would have to be gone over || 
He thought it better to let the question be || 


again. 
taken on the amendments when it was put on the 
original resolution. It would be impossible to 
separate them. If it should be attempted, the 
amendments would never end, until the question 
rot into a form to suit the Senate, and then there 
would be anend of the debate and the question to- 
gether. 


Mr. CALHOUN said that the Senator from | 
Ohio had not stated what was the usual course of || 


proceeding. The question would first be on tha 


amendments in suecession, and, when they were | 


settled, then the discussion would be had upon the 
resolution as amended. 
from its usual course thus far; and he would ap- 
peal to the Senator himself to say if more than one- 


tenth part of the discussion, up to this hour, had | 
been on the question before the Senate, which was | 
Everything else had been | 
debated but this; the question of title, the relative | 


the question of notice. 


power of Great Britain, her history and policy, 


/and all else connected with the general subject. ‘ 2 
'' He hoped the Senate would take up the question '' red to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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r, regular, parliamentary manner and 


But he did not | 


He desired, be- || 


The Senate had departed | 
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‘| in a pro 


|| form. He wished to have the question, before he 
| spoke to it, reduced to some definite form. 

Mr. ALLEN renewed his motion that the Sen- 
| ate go into Executive business. 

Mr. MANGUM moved that the Senate adjourn. 

The question being put on the adjournment, the 
yeas were 23, nays 23. 

The Chair voting in the negative, the motion 
was lost. 

The question being then put on going into Ex- 
— business, the yeas were 25; nays not count- 
ed. 

So the Senate went into Executive session; and, 
after some time spent therein, 

Adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespay, February 25, 1846. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approv- 


|| ed. 
The SPEAKER said the business first in order 
would be the call of the committees for reports. 
Mr. BRODHEAD moved that the rules of the 
House be suspended for the purpose of going into 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
| Mr. B. gave notice that his object was to move 
_ to take up a small bill in relation to the licensing of 
| canal boats. 
| ‘The question was taken, and the motion was re- 
| jected. 
The SPEAKER then proceeded to call for re- 


| ports of committees. 


| On motion of Mr. E. B. HOLMES, 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Pensions be 
|| directed to transmit to the Clerk of this House the 
| papers on file in his office, in relation to the appli- 
| cation of Adam Swart, of Rochester, in the State 
of New York, for a pension; which was agreed to. 


| Mr. PERRY, on leave given, offered the follow- 
| ing resolution; which lies over one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretaries of the Navy and 
Treasury report to this House (so far as their de- 
partments respectively contain the information) the 
number of bids made for the delivery of bituminous 
coal for steamers and other uses of Government in 
the years 1842, 1843, 1844, and 1845; by whom 
made, the sums bid, and to whom the contracts 
| were given, the sums paid and to whom; where the 
| coal came from, the quantity, fine and lump; 
| whether domestic or foreign places of delivery, and 
whether coal has been paid for without advertising 
| for contracts in the above-mentioned years; to 
whom, the quantity, place of delivery, and the 
sum paid. 


| On motion of Mr. STANTON, 
Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 


to speak to the resolution when it should have re- || be discharged from the consideration of the memo- 


ceived its final shape. He had himself been wait- 
ing till it should receive a specific form; then he 
should present to the Senate his views in regard 
to it. 








| rial of Benjamin Crawford; and that it be laid on 
| the table. 


| Mr. I. E. HOLMES, from the Committee on 


\ Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the resolution 
Mr. ALLEN objected to the voting on the | 

amendments to-morrow, or till the debate was | 
_closed. As soonas the present amendments should 


of the House of the 16th instant, to inquire into 
the expediency of restoring the naval pension fund, 
| reported a bill to reduce into one act the several 
|| acts concerning navy pensions, and to repeal cer- 
tain acts in relation thereto; which bill was read 
twice and committed. 

Mr. I. E. HOLMES, from the same committee, 
made an unfavorable report upon the petition of 
|| the representatives of Henry Van Dyke; which 
_ report was laid upon the table. 
| On motion of Mr. McCRATE, 
| Ordered, That the Committee on Naval Affairs 

be discharged from the consideration of the peti- 
| tions of Polly Clough, and of Eliza Stephens, 
widow of Thomas Holdup Stephens, and that they 
be laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, 
| Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions be discharged from the consideration of 
the memorial of Christian Wise, and that it be laid 
upon the table. 

Mr. SEAMAN, from the same committee, made 
adverse reports upon the petitions of Luke Stans- 
bury, Ralph Young, Barbas Haley, and Rebecca 
White; which reports were laid upon the table. 

On motion of Mr. SEAMAN, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
|, Pensions be discharged from the consideration of 
'| the petition of Nathan Ashby, and that it be refer- 
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Mr. T. B. KING, from the Committee on Naval || 








| 
Affairs, reported a bill to amend an act entitled An | 
act to reorganize the Navy Department, approved 
August 31, 1842; which bill was read twice, and 
committed. 

Mr. COCKE, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made a report upon the petition of Ma- 
jor P. H. Porter, accompanied by a bill for his re- 
lief; which bill was read twice and committed. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, made a report | 
upon the petition of Zachariah Simmons, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which bill was read | 
twice and committed. 

On motion of Mr. C., 

Ordered, That the same committee be discharged 
from the consideration of the petitions of William | 
King, Thomas Rowland, Leonard Wardwell, John 
Brady, and James Bambaugh, and that they be laid | 
upon the table. 

Mr. BELL, from the same committee, made ad- | 
verse — upon the cases of James Parker and || 
James Lloyd; which reports were laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. B., from the same committee, made a report | 
upon the case of James Lee, accompanied by a bill | 
for his relief; which bill was read twice and com- | 
mitted. 

Mr. J.H. EWING, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, made a report upon the petition 
of the heirs of Sergeant-Major John Champe, ac- | 
companied by a bill for their relief; which bill was 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, reported a bill for the commencement of 
fortifications at New Bedford, Massachusetts, ac- || 
companied by a report in writing; which bill was || 
read twice and committed. 

Mr. BURT, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, made an adverse report upon the petition 
of Samuel M. Hughes; which report was laid upon 
the table. 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, made a report upon the memorial 
of William F. Ketchum, and reported a joint reso- 
lution in relation to his hand-grenade; which reso- 
lution was read twice, and committed. 

Mr. HUNTER, by leave, presented a memorial | 
of acommittee of citizens of Alexandria, in the 
District of Columbia, praying a retrocession of the 
county of Alexandira to the State of Virginia; | 
which was committed to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee for the Dis- | 
trict of Columbia, reported a bill to repeal the act | 
requiring one of the judges of the circuit court for | 
the District of Columbia hereafter to reside in | 
Alexandria; which bill was read twice, and or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; and | 
the bill being engrossed, was read a third time | 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JOSEPH JOHNSON, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be discharged from the consideration of 
the petition of Lemuel Cushman, heir of Hannah || 
Cushman, and that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, from the Com- || 
mittee on Claims, made adverse reports upon the | 

etitions of Daniel Spencer, of Luke Hilton, of | 
Jonathan Scott, of Hiram Humphreys, of Charles | 
Sumpsion, of Henrietta M. Hall, and representa- || 
uves of Richard Hall, and of Jonathan Hall; 1} 
which reports were laid upon the table. || 

On motion of Mr. JOHN A. ROCKWELL, | 

Ordered, ‘That the Committee of Claims be dis- | 
charged from the consideration of the petition of || 
Thomas Scott, the Register of the or office at 


| 


Chilicothe, and that it be referred to the commit- | 








| 


tee on Public Lands 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims he dis- 
charged from the consideration of the memorial 
of Samuel Reed, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. GORDON, from the Committee of Claims, 
made adverse reports upon the petitions of James 
Wood, John Felt, Henry Adams, and Catharine 
Adams, representatives of Francis Lock and 
a Parsons, which report was laid upon the | 
table, | 

Mr. HOGE, from the same committee, made an || 
adverse report upon the petition of James Mc- || 
Cuchen; which report was laid upon the table. || 

On motion of Mr. POLLOCK, 

Ordered, That the Committee of Claims be dis- { 





| 
| 
| 





| 
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| of the question, so as to take a separate vote of the 
House upon each item of improvement or appro- || 


| ommended its adoption as one of the standing rules | 


_ gersoll, Jenkins, D. P. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, 














charged from the consideration of the memorial of | 


| the legal representatives of Thomas Murray, jr., || 


of Arkansas, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. TOOMBS, 

Ordered, That the Committee on Revolutionary 


| Pensions be discharged from the consideration of 


the petition of the heirs of Judith Worthen, and 


| that it be laid upon the table. 


Mr. GOODY EAR, from the Committee on In- 


| valid Pensions, made a report upon the petition of 


Lewis Hastings, accompanied by a bill for his re- 


| lief; which bill was read twice, and committed. 


Mr. G., from the same committee, made an ad- 


| verse report upon the petition of David Mores and 


Henry Sliver; which report was laid upon the table. 

Mr. G., from the same committee, reported bills 
of the following titles, viz: 

A bill for the relief of William Pooler; 

A bill for the relief of Gideon A. Perry; | 

A bill providing for the payment of arrearages 
of pensions to Anthony Walton Bayard; accom- 
panied by a an in each case; which bills were 
read twice, and committed. 

Mr. SEDDON, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, made adverse reports upon the petitions 
of Benjamin Holland, and of Thomas Reed; which 
reports were laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. YELL, 


be discharged from the consideration of the resolu- 


tion of the House of December 4th, 1845, instruct- || 
| ing them to inquire into the expediency of estab- | 
| lishing a national armory at Columbus, Georgia, 

/ and from the consideration of the resolution of the || 


House of January 13, 1846, relative to a national | 


foundry in the western part of North Carolina, and || 


from the consideration of the resolution of the | 
House of 16th of February, 1846, relative to a na- | 
tional foundry at the falls of Cumberland, in the | 
State of Kentucky, and from the consideration of | 


the memorial of H. Shurbart, of Berks county, in || 


the State of Pennsylvania, proposing a plan of na- | 
tional defence; which were laid upon the table. 

[A message was received from the Senate by | 
A. Dickens, Esq., their Secretary, informing the | 
House that the Senate had passed a resolution en- 
titled ‘* A resolution to authorize the transmission | 
and presentation of books to the Minister of Jus- | 
tice of France in exchange for books received from | 
him.’’] 


RULES OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. I. E. HOLMES, from the Select Committee 
on Rules, to which was referred, on the 27th De- | 


| cember last, the following proposed amendment to || 


the rules and orders of the House—viz: 


‘¢ That upon the engrossment of any bill making || 


appropriations of money for works of internal im- | 
rovement of any kind or description, it shall be 
in the power of any member to call for a division 





priation contained in said bill, or upon such items || 


| separately, and others collectively, as the member 


making the call may specify; and if one-fifth of | 


| the members present second said call, it shall be | 


the duty of the Speaker to make such divisions of || 
the question, and put them to vote accordingly "— 
Reported the same without amendment, and rec- || 


Hi 


of this House. 


Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question on | 
the adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved that the whole subject 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. BOYD asked the yeas and nays, which | 
were ordered. | 

Some desultory conversation followed, in which | 
Messrs. SCHENCK, EDWIN H. EWING, and 
ISAAC E. HOLMES, participated. | 

The question was then taken, and the vote re- | 
sulted as follows : 


YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Bell, Bowlin, Brinker- 
hoff, Wm. G. Brown, Buffington, J. H. Campbell, 
Carroll, J. G. Chapman, Chipman, Cranston, Cro- 
zier, Darragh, Douglass, J. H. Ewing, E. H. 
Ewing, Faran, Giddings, Giles, Harper, Herrick, 
Elias B. Holmes, J. W. Houston, Hudson, W. 
Hunt, J. B. Hunt, C. J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. In- 





McClelland, McGaughey, McHenry, Mcllvaine, | 
Marsh, Moseley, Pendleton, Pollock, Ramsey, 
Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, 








Seaman, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, Caleb B. 
Smith, Robert Smith, St. John, Strohm, ‘Thibo- 


| deaux, Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James 
y ’ ry’ . 
| Thompson, Thurman, Tibbatts, Toombs, Trum- 


bo, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, Wood- 


| ruff, Wright, and Young—69. 


NAYS—Messrs. John Quiney Adams, Stephen 
Adams, Anderson, Raker, Benton, James Black, 
James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, Brod- 


‘head, Burt, Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, 


Cocke, Collamer, Collin, Cullom, Cummins, Cun- 
ningham, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, Dil- 
lingham, Dobbin, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, 
Ficklin, Fries,Garvin, Gentry, Good year, Gordon, 
Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Henley, Hil- 
liard, Hoge, Isaac E. Holmes, Hough, George 8. 
Houston, E. W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hunter, 
James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 


|| Johnson, George W. Jones, Lawrence, La Sere, 


Ligon, McClean, MeClernand, McConnell, Me- 
| Crate, MeKay, Barclay Martin, Morris, Morse, 
' Moulton, Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, 

Perry, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, John A. 
| Rockwell, Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, 
| Seddon, Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard 
| H. Sims, Thomas Smith, Stanton, Sykes, Wick, 
| Williams, Wood, Woodworth, Yancey, Yell, and 
| Yost—94. 


‘|| So the resolution was not laid on the table. 
Ordered, That the Committee on Military Affairs || 


And the question recurring on the demand for 
| the previous queston— 

| Some conversation followed between Mr 
| WENTWORTH and Mr. BOYD, the latter gen- 
tleman declining to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question. 

And some conversation also followed on a point 
of order, between Mr. WINTHROP and the 
| SPEAKER, Mr. W. contending that, under the 
| rule, one day’s notice of this proposition was re- 
quired. 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution of 
instruction, under which the select committee on 
| the rules had acted, was equivalent to a notice. 

Mr. WINTHROP, though not acquiescing, he 
said, in the decision, did not appeal from it. 

Mr. McCLELLAND inquired of the Speaker, 
whether a vote of two-thirds would be required on 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER said no; the vote of a majority 
only. 

[Mr. C. J. Ineersott, by general consent, 
changed his vote on the motion to lay the resolu- 
' tion on the table, he having voted in the affirma- 
tive under a misapprehension of the question. He 
now voted in the negative. ] 
| The question was then taken on the demand for 
| the previous question, and the vote stood—ayes 86, 
noes 72. 

So there was a second. 

And on the question of ordering the main ques- 


| 
! 





‘| tion, Mr. TIBBATTS and Mr. VINTON asked 
|| the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and, be- 


ing taken, resulted as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Bedinger, Benton, James 
Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, 
William G. Brown, Burt, Augustus A. en 


| Reuben Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cocke, Collin, 


Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Jeffer- 
son Davis, De Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dun- 
lap, Edsall, Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, Ficklin, 
Foster, Gentry, Giles, Gordon, Graham, Grover, 
Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, Hoge, 
| Isaac E. Holmes, George S. Houston, Edmund 
|W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hunter, James H. 
| Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Geo. 
W. Jones, Thomas B. King, Lawrence, Leake, La 
Sere, Ligon, McClean, McClernand, McConnell, 
| McCrate, McKay, Barclay Martin, Morse, Moul- 
‘ton, Norris, Owen, Parish, Payne, Perrill, Perry, 
Phelps, Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, 
| Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Seddon, 
"Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Thomas 
| Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Sykes, Toombs, 
| Wick, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, Woodward, 
| Woodworth, Yancey, Yell, and Yost—98. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Arnold, 
| Baker, Bell, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Milton Brown, 
| Buffington, William W. Campbell, John H. Camp- 
| bell, Carroll, Cathcart, John G. Chapman, Chip- 
| man, Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Darragh, Gar- 
| rett Davis, Douglass, Jonn H. Ewing, Edwin H. 
| Ewing, Foot, Giddings, Goodyear, Harper, Her- 


rick, Hilliard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Hous- 
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ton, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Nien! 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Je nkins, 


Daniel P. King, Leib, Lewis, Long, McClelland, 
MeCinughey, McHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, 
Moseley, Pendleton, Pollock, Rathbun, Julius 
ftockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Al- 
bert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, St. John, Strohm, 


‘Thibodeaux, ‘Thomasson, Benjamin ‘Thompson, 
James ‘Thompson, ‘Thurman, 'Tibbatts, Trumbo, 
Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, White, Winthrop, 
Wricht, and Younge—75. 

So the House decided that the main question 
should now be taken. 

Which main question was on concurring in the 
report of the committee. 

Mr. TIBBATTS inquired of the Speaker wheth- 
er the morning hour had now expired, 

The SPEAKER said it had expired. 

Mr. TIBBATTS was understood to indicate a 
motion te ge into committee. 

The SPEAKER said the motion was not now 
in order. 

Mr. TIBBATTS made the point of order. He 
said that certain hours had been designated by the 
rules for certain business; and he submitted that to 


proceed with the consideration of any particular 
bu 


iness beyond the hour specified by the rule, 
would require a vote of two-thirds. 

The SPEA = a replying, turned to Mr. T., 
and his voice s partly lost tothe reporter. But 


the Speaker was unile rstood to decide that, inas- 


muchas the House had determined that the main 
question should now be taken, neither a motion to 
fo lnto committee nor for any other purpose, would 
now be in order. 

Mr. TIBBATTS did not appeal. 

— 


So the question recurred on concurring in the 
report of the committee. 
Mr. TIBBATTS and Mr 
yeas and nays, which were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted as follows: 
YWAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Bedinger, Bell, Benton, Jas. 
Black, James A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrouch, 
Milton Brown, Wm. G. ‘Brown, Burt, Catheart, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 
Clarke, Cullom, Cummins, Cunningham, 
Daniel, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, De Mott, 
eng Dobbin, Dunlap, Edsall, Erdman, 
‘aran, Ficklin, Fries, Garvin, Gentry, Goodyear, 
el Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, 
Harmanson, Henley, Hilliard, Hoge, Isaac E. 
Holmes, Houch, George S. Houston, Edmund W. 
pee, Hungerford, Hunter, Charles J. Inger- 


. WHITE asked the 


Anderson, 


Collin, 


« James H. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George 
wi ones, Preston King, ‘Thomas Butler King, 
Lawrence, Leake, La Sere, Ligon, MeClean, Me- 
Clernand, McConnell, McCrate, Me ae Barclay 


Martin, Morris, 
Parish, Payne, 
Rol rts, 
Seddon, 


Simpson, 


Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, 
Perry, Price, Reid, Rhett, Ritter, 
Russell, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, 
Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Sykes, Tibbatts, 
Toombs, ‘Towns, Wheaton, Wick, Williams, 
Wood, Woodrufl, Woodward, Woodworth, Yan- 
cev, Yell, and Yost—106. 
NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, 
Baker, Bowlin, Brodhead, Butiington, William 
W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, John 
G. Chapman, Chipman, Cocke, Collamer, Crans- 
ton, Crozier, Darragh, Delano, Dixon, Douglass, 
John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gid- 
dings, Harper, Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, John 
W. Houston, Hudson, Washington Hunt, James 
B. Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. 
Kune, Lewis. Lone, McClelland, McDowell, 
ViceGauchey, McHenry, Meclivaine, Marsh, Mose- 
ley, Perrill, Pollock, ‘Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius 
Rockwell, J. A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
leb B. Smith, St. John, Strohm, Thibodeaux, 
‘Thomasson, Benjamin Thompson, James Thomp- 


Arnold, 


son, Thurman, ‘Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Went- 
worth, White, Winthrop, Wright, and Young 
—71. 


So the report of the committee was concurred in. 

Mr. HOWE moved a reconsideration of the 
vote, and demanded the previous question. 

Mr. TIBBATTS rose to a point of order. The 


morning hour having (he said) expired, he moved 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union, (with a view to 
take up the harbor bill.) 





TH. 


Mins BRODHE AD yequieted Mr. T. to with- 
draw the motion, that the House might take up 
and dispose of a certain joint resolution from the 
Senate, (hereafter referred to.) 

The motion was not withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER said that the main question 
having now been taken, (i. e., on the resolution of 
the committee.) the Chair thought it would be in 
order, pending the demand for the previous ques- 
tion, to move to go into committee. If that action 
should be voted down, the House would then pro- 
ceed with the business under consideration. 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked the yeas and nays on 
| his motion to go into committee; which were or- 

dered, and, being taken, resulted as follows: 

YE: AS-—Mesers 
ker, Bell, Bowlin, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Buffington, William W. Campbell, John 
H. Campbell, Carroll, Catheart, John G. Chap- 
man, Chipman, Cocke, Cranston, Crozier, Cun- 
ningham, Darragh, Dixon, Douglass, Edsall, John 
H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Faran, Foot, Gen- 
try, Giddings, Giles, Goodyear, Herrick, Elias B. 
Holmes, Hough, John W. Houston, Hudson, 
Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, Charles J. 
Ingersoll, Jenkins, Daniel P. King, Thomas Butler 
King, Lewis, Longe, McClelland, McDowell, Mc- 
Gaughey, MeHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Morris, 
Moseley, Parish, Phelns, Pollock, Ramsey, Rath- 
bun, Relfe, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Root, Runk, Sawyer, Schenck, Seaman, Truman 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Robert Smith, St. John, 
Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, Benjamin 
Thompson, James Thompson, Thurman, Tib- 
batts, Trumbo, Vance, Vinton, Wentworth, 
White, Winthrop, Woodruff, Wright, and Young 
—§5 

NAYS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Anderson, 
Atkinson, Barringer, Benton, James Black, James 
A. Black, Boyd, Brockenbrough, William G, 
Brown, Burt, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben 
Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Collin, Cullom, Cum- 
mins, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Jefferson Davis, De 
Mott, Dillingham, Dobbin, Dunlap, Erdman, 
Ficklin, Fries, Gordon, Graham, Grover, Ham- 
lin, Haralson, Harmaiison, Hilliard, Hoge, Isaac 
E. Holmes, George Houston, Edmund W. 
Hubard, Hungerford, Hunter, Joseph R. Inger- 
soll, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew 
Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Preston King, Lawrence, 
Leake, La Sere, Ligon, McClean, McClernand, 
McConnell, McCrate, McKay, Barclay Martin, 
Morse, Moulton, Norris, Owen, Payne, Perrill, 
Perry, Price, Reid, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, 
Scammon, Seddon, Severance, Alexander D. 
Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, Thomas Smith, 
Stanton, Sykes, Toombs, Towns, Wheaton, 
Wick, Willams, Wood, Woodworth, Yancey, 
Yell, and Yost—8&s. : 

So the House refused to go into committee. 

Whereupon the question recurred on the demand 
of Mr. Hoece for the previous question. 

The vote (having been taken by tellers) stood— 
yeas 83, nays 79. : 

So there was a second. 
Mr. VINTON asked the yeas and nays on or- 
dering the main question, but withdrew the de- | 
mand. 


And the main question (on the reconsideration) 
was ordered to be now taken. 

Mr. TIBBATTS asked the yeas and nays there- | 
on: which were ordered. 

And the question, ** Will the House reconsider 
the vote by which the report of the Select Com- 
mittee was concurred in?’’? was then taken, and 
decided in the negative, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Arnold, Baker, Bowlin, Brink- 
erhofl, Brodhead, Buffington, William W. Camp- 
bell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Chipman, Cocke, 
Collamer, Cranston, Crozier, Cunningham, Dar- 
razh, Garrett Davis, Dixon, Douglass, Edsall, 
John H. Ewing, Edwin H. Ewing, Foot, Gen- 
try, Giddings, Goodyear, Hampton, Harper, | 
Herrick, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, 
Hudson, Washington Hunt, James B. Hunt, 
Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Jen- 
kins, Daniel P. King, Thos. B. King, Leib, Lew- 
is, Long, McClelland, McDowell, McGaughey, 
MeHenry, Mellvaine, Marsh, Moseley, Perrill, 
Phelps, Pollock, Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius Rock- 
well, John A. Rockwell, Root, Runk, Schenck, 
Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert Smith, 
Caleb B. Smith, Strohm, Thibodeaux, Thomas- 


‘ 
he 


| 
j 
\| 
j 
; 
‘ 


son, Benjamin Thompson, James Thompson, |! make appropriations. 
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. John Q. Adams, Arnold, Ba- 


Boyd, 


| Dobbin, Dunlap, 
| Ficklin, Fries, 








Fe. 25, 


Tiente: 
Winthrop, Wright, 


| Thurman, “‘Tibbatts, 
Wentworth, White, 


Vv ance, Vinton, 
and 


| Youne—79. 


NAYS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, Stephen 
Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, Eaeringe r, Bedinger, 
Bell, Benton, James Black, James A. Black, 
Brockenbrough, Milton Brown, William 
G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Augustus A. Chapman, 
Reuben Chapm an, C hase, Clarke, Collin, Consta- 
ble, Cullom, Daniel, Jefferson Davis, Dillingham, 
Ellsworth, Erdman, Faran, 
Garvin, Giles, Gordon, Graham, 
Grover, Hamlin, H aralson, Harmanson, Henley, 
Hoge, George S. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard. 
Hungerford, Hunter, James H. Johnson, Joseph 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George Ww. Jones, 
Seaborn Jones, Preston Kine, Lawrence, Leake, 
La Sere, Ligon, McClean, McC lernand, Mc. 
Connell, McCrate, McKay, Barclay Marti in, 
Morse, Moulton, Norris, Parish, Payne, Perry, 
Price, Reid, Relfe, Ritter, Roberts, Russell, _ - 
telle, Sawyer, Seammon, Seddon, Alexander 
Sims, Leonard H. Sims, Simpson, ‘Thos. Smith 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Toombs, Towns, Whiea- 
ton, Wick, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, Wood- 


/ ward, Woodworth, Yancey, and Yell—96. 


So the vote was not reconsidered. 


Mr. VINTON gave notice that he would, to- 
morrow, move a further amendment of the rule, so 
as to extend its operation to all bills making appro- 
priations for light-houses and fortifications, and to 


| bills imposing duties on imports, 


On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, the joint reso- 
lution from the Senate (on the Speaker’s table) au- 
thorizing the transmission and presentation of 
books to the Minister of Justice of France, in ex- 
change for books received from him, was taken up, 
and put on its first and second reading. 

Mr. B., remarking that the subject had already 
been before the Joint Committee on the Library, 
on a reference from the Senate, asked that the reso- 
lution be put on its third reading. He would, 
however, first ask that a letter from the Chief Jus- 
tice, which would explain the whole matter, should 
be read. 

But a motion to that effect having been made 
and agreed to, the resolution was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

And then the House resolved itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Tuomas Smirn, of Indiana, in the chair.) 


After an ineffectual effort by Mr. BRODHEAD to 
take up the joint resolution above referred to— 
The committee resumed the consideration of the 
unfinished business of yesterday, being the bill 
making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain 
HARBORS AND RIVERS. 


Mr. PAYNE said one of his colleagues [Mr. 
McConneu1] had yesterday characterized this bill 
in very strong terms, and had condemned it very 
earnestly. He thoustht that character and that 
condemnation were just. Look at this bill in all 
its aspects; examine it in all its details, and he 
thought such a bill had never before been presented 
to an American Congress. In the better days of 
the republic, it was believed by some of the most 
distinguished statesmen of the country, that this 
government has no power to make appropriations 
for internal improvements. He was but too sen- 
sible that it would be useless for him to make a 
constitutional argument upon the subject now be- 
fore the House. °Gentlemen’s opinions were made 


| up; they had arrived at their own conclusions, from 


interest or other considerations; and you might as 
well attempt to dissolve the pillars which surround 
this hall, as to attempt to change their opinions as 
to the powers of this Government to make appro- 
priations of this character. But even at this day 
he should be glad to know where gentlemen— 
where the chairman of the committee who reported 
this bill—derived the constitutional power to make 


such appropriations. He supposed it was attempted 


i 


to justify it under the power of Congress to regu- 
late commerce with foreign nations. Mr. P. briefly 
gave his views on the constitutional uestion, and 


held that this clause simply gave the power to 
reculate the terms on which barter and intercourse 
with foreign nations should be carried on. 

He was opposed to the new doctrine started 
of late, that the great ‘inland seas” furnished 
were authorized to 
The Constitution of the 


a subject upon which they 
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United States was precisely the same in its opera- 
tion upon these great * inland seas’’ as it was upon 
the merest rivulet that sparkles down the moun- 
tain’s side. Whether it wasa great * inland sea,”’ 
or a merely navigable stream, the constitutional 
question as to the power of Congress to appropri- 
ate for it, was precisely the same. This Govern- 
ment was established with the view of regulating 
our external concerns, leaving all internal matters 
to be regulated by the States; and the providing a 
way for commerce did not come within the pur- 
view of those matters over which Congress had ju- 
risdiction. 

He objected to the bill on another ground. He 
considered it the twin-sister, and one of the essen- 
tial elements of the protective policy. It was idle 
for gentlemen to tell him that they were opposed 
to eXtravagant taxes upon the people, while, at the 
same time, they went for this system of profligate 
expenditures for internal improvement. 

3ut he had special objections to the bill. He re- 
ferred to the inequalities of appropriation it made 
for the ditlerent sections of the country. Its whole 
amount of appropriations (independent of the in- 
definite appropriation for the Louisville and Port- | 
land canal) was $1,349,450. Of this, $545,000— |) 
nearly one-half of the whole amount—was to be |) 
appropriated upon the lakes; on the northeast, | 
$234,450; and on the northwest, (exclusive of the 
lakes,) $155,000: $934,450, then, were to be ap- 
propriated to the North, (including the northeast | 
and the northwest,) nearly the whole amount of the | 
bill; yet that region was not one-third of the whole | 
area of the country. The appropriation for the 
southern valley, between Louisville and the mouth | 
of the Red river, including the Mississippi, Ohio, 
Arkansas, and Red rivers, was only $320,000. And 
a still more striking inequality and injustice for 
the southern coast, commencing at Baltimore, and | 
running to the mouth of the Mississippi—nay, to 
the mouth of the Rio Grande—what was it? In- 
cluding $20,000 for Baltimore, it amounted only to | 
$95,000—a mere mockery of appropriation for this || 
vast range of seacoast. But the most extraordi- 
nary appropriation in the whole bill was for a little | 
ditch near Louisville, called the Louisville Canal, || 
which the President was authorized to purchase | 
without any limitation. 

Mr. P. read this clause, and said, if passed, it | 
was a matter of serious doubt with him whether | 
the President would not be bound, should the sub- | 
scribers ask $2,000,000 or $10,000,000, to take it, 
and saddle the Government with the expense. 

Mr. P. commented on these inequalities of dis- 
tribution, and pronounced the billa legislative mon- 
ster, marked with the most distinct features of in- 
justice and iniquity. He advocated the propriety 
of the pending amendment, in case this system 
were to be gone into, and urged the superior im- 
portance of the improvement of the ‘Tennessee | 
river to that of many items provided for. These, | 
and many other reasons, (some of which he men- || 
tioned,) were such as, he flattered himself, would || 
secure the unqualified condemnation of the bill. | 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF briefly replied. This |) 
bill (he said) had been characterized and stigma- 
tized as sectional in its character. If that charge 
was just, then other bills involving large expendi- 
tures, and which were passed without objection, | 
were equally liable to it. The fortification bill, 
which had passed the House a few days ago with- 
out amendment, except an addition of $300,000 for 
armament of fortifications, provided for Ohio, al- | 
though a frontier State, looking out across one of 
our inland seas upon the enemy ’s country—not one 
cent. They had never asked a cent, and they did || 
not now. But for the southern country, commen- |) 
cing with Baltimore if the gentleman pleased, and 
running down to the Rio Grande, it appropriated 
the nice little sum of $590,500! They of Ohio 
asked not one solitary cent for fortifications. Why? 
Because this system of improvement of lake har- 
bors superseded the necessity of fortifications, in- | 
asmuch as it went to build up a system of commer- 
cial marine, which already out-numbered that of |, 
the British on the other side thirty or forty to one. || 
In case of war, all we had to do was to knock off | 
the upper decks of these steamers, (which could 
be done in a few weeks,) and they became efficient 
war-steamers. Hence, they wanted no fortifica- 
tions and no naval appropriations. They wanted | 
the proper supplies and armaments when called 
into service; but nothing else. Mr. B. referred to 
some of the appropriations for improvements here- | 

















E. 429 


- aval ° ° ianaaee . . - 
tofore made in his section of the country, to the Henry Tatum; which was referred to the same 


vast benefits already realized from them in the ex- 
tension of commerce, &c., and to the fact that of 
these some were still incomplete, and required fur- 
ther appropriations, or else they would go to de- 
cay and all be lost. . 

Mr. PAYNE inquired of Mr. Brinkernorr 
(with reference to a previous portion of his re- 
marks) on which side of Mason and Dixon’s line 
the largest amount of appropriations was made in 
the forufication bill which had passed? 

Mr. BRINKERHOFF replied, on the south side; 
and so it had been for a series of years. He had 
no objection to it. He supposed that a larger 
amount was required there; but he merely applied 
this fact to the gentleman’s argument, that this was 
a partial and sectional bill, to show that if it was, 


| the South had been equally provided for in partial 


and sectional fortification bills. But they of Ohio 
asked nothing for fortifications. Give them har- 
bors and a commercial marine, and they would de- 
fend them. ‘They were an efficient substitute for 
fortifications. ‘They were worth more than fortifi- 
cations. Refuse to make appropriations for the 
completion of works already begun; let the bars 
form again across the mouths of these rivers; let 
the works go to dilapidation and decay, and then 
they would be here besieging Congress for fortifi- 


| cations, for fortifications would then be necessary ; 
| now they were not. 


Without further proceeding, the bill was laid aside 
informally. 

On motion of Mr. BRODHEAD, the joint reso- 
lution authorizing the transmission and presenta- 
tion of books to the Minister of Justice of France, 
in exchange for books received from him, was 
taken up. 

The resolution having been read, 

Mr. B. caused to be read a letter from the Chief 
Justice of the United States explaining its neces- 
sity. 

And no amendment having been offered, 


|| dered to be 


The committee rose and reported its action upon 


| the joint resolution, and progress on the harbor and 


river bill. 
The joint resolution having been ordered to a 


third reading at this time, was read a third time, 


and passed. 
And then the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, February 26, 1846. 
The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury, relating to 


the expediency of providing by law that ships and 
vessels navigating the river Delaware shall carry 


| lights to avoid the danger of collision; which was 
| ordered to be referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce and printed. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of 
the county of Barnstable, Massachusetts, remon- 
strating against the repeal of the act allowing boun- 
ty to vessels engaged in the cod fisheries. 


Also, a petition of citizens of said county, pray- | 
| ing an increase of the duties on foreign salt. 


| 


Also, a petition of the same, praying an in- | 


crease of the duty on imported Epsom salts; which 


were severally Jaid on the table and ordered to be | 


printed. 

Mr. EVANS presented the memorial of Josiah 
Dutton, praying the payment of a continental due- 
bill issued to his father for his revolutionary ser- 
vices; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
memorial of the West Feliciana Railroad Compa- 


| ny, praying the remission of duties on certain rail- 
| road iron; which was referred to the Committee 


on Finance. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the memorial of 
the heirs of Samuel Beach, deceased, an officer in 
the revolutionary army, praying to be allowed 


| commutation pay; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Also, similar petitions from the administrator 
of Benjamin Durkee, and the legal representatives 


| of Christopher Delezenne; which were referred to 
| the same commitiee. 


Also, the petition of Catharine Van Valken- 
burgh, executrix of Bartholomew Van Valken- 
burgh, to be allowed commutation pay; which 
was referred to the same committee. 

Also, a similar petition from the executor of 


committee. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office, to whom was referred the 
petition of Calvin Emmors, reported a bill extend- 
ing his patent; which was read a first time. 

Also, a resolution providing that 60,000 copies 
of the late annual report of the Commissioner of 
Patents, with the exception of the list of patents, 
be printed for the use of the Senate; which was 
read. 

Mr. BENTON,. “Sixty thousand!’’ 

Mr. NILES opposed the printing of so large an 
edition, and proposed to face out 60,000, and in- 
sert 20,000. 

Mr. SPEIGHT proposed 10,000. 

Mr. CAMERON remarked that 45,000 copies of 
the report were printed last year, and he had been 
informed that the number was quite inadequate to 
the demand. The report was interesting and val- 
uable, and if a sufficient edition was not printed at 
the present time, the Senate would probably, be- 
tore the close of the session, see the necessity of 
procuring an additional number, and would be 
obliged to go to extra expense in obtaining them. 

Mr. SIMMONS moved a reference of the report 
to the Committee on Printing. 

After some further conversation between Messrs. 
CLAYTON, CRITTENDEN, and CAMERON, 
the question was taken on the motion to refer to 
the Committee on Printing; which motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BAGBY, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of James H. 
Causten, assicnee of Colonel John B. Hogan; 
which was read a first time. 

Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, submitted adverse reports upon 
the petitions of Simon Summers, William Ship- 
pen, and the administrator of ‘Thomas Jett, de- 
ceased; which were read, and the reports were or- 
yrinted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, submitted the 
following resolution; which was agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of War be instruct- 
ed to communicate to the Senate such information 
as his office may afford, with respect to the fortili- 
cation proposed to be constructed at Proctor’s 
landing, on Lake Borge, Louisiana. 


Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 
Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Library be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of sup- 
| plying the members of the Senate, for current dis- 
| tribution among their constituents, with a certain 
number to each member, of the debates of the two 
_ Houses of Congress: provided the said debates can 
be furnished cram as they proceed in each 
House, and in a correct and revised form, free 
from other matter, and in sheets proper for distri- 
bution. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of the 
following a submitted yesterday by Mr. 
SIMMONS: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library 
be instructed to report a bill for the employment 
of Hiram Powers to execute an equestrian statue 
of Washington, in bronze; and that they include 
therein a clause, appropriating for that purpose the 
necessary sum out of any money im the treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. SEVIER moved that the resolution be 
amended so as to read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Library be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of report- 
ing a bill, &e. 

Which amendment was agreed to, and the reso- 
lution, as amended, was adopted. 


The Senate took up the bill from the House of 
Representatives repealing the act requiring one of 
the judges of the Gireuit Court of the District of 
Columbia hereafter to reside in the city of Alex- 
andria; which was read a first time. 

Mr. ASHLEY remarked that this bill was a 
precise copy of one which had been reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate, and 
he could therefore see no necessity of referring the 
bill from the House to a committee of the Senate; 
and moved that it be considered at this time, unless 
any Senator desired it should be placed upon the 

| calendar. 

Mr. MILLER remarked that a remonstrance 
against the repeal of the law in question had been 
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referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia: and it was due to the remonstrants that the 
bill from the House under consideration should 
not be hurried through, but either referred to a 
committee, or placed upon the calendar. 


Mr. WESTCOTT observed that it was import- 


ant to the judge, in whose behalf the repeal of the 
law referred to was proposed, that it should be 
acted upon speedily. ‘The bill had been reported 
by the Judiciary Committee of each Hlouse, and 
he believed that it might be immediately and safely 
ed, 

‘The bill was finally placed upon the calendar. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the report of the Committee on Pensions, upon 
the petition of John England, was recommitted. 

A was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that the House had 
passed the resolution of the Senate, authorizing 
the transmission and pre sentation of books to the 
Minister of Justice of ’rance, inexchange for books 
received from him. 

The PRESIDENT announced that the next 
business before the Senate would be the ** Bill for 
the continuation of the Cumberland road, in the 
Stutes of Olio, Indiana, and [linois;’’ when 

Mr. SPEIGHT suggested that as the Senator 
from Indiana, | Mr. Hanneean,) who had brought 
in the above bill, was not in his seat, it be infor- 
mally passed by; and moved that the Senate resume 
the consideration of the ** Bill to apply certain al- 
ternate sections of the public domain toward the 
completion of works of internal improvement in 
the State of Michigan, and for other purposes;”’ 
which motion wus agreed to. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE then resumed his remarks 
upon the bill, but had not concluded, when he gave 
way to a motion by 

Mr. LEWIS, who moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the special order; 
which was agreed to. 


yiay 


message 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


‘The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the special order, being the joint resolution of 
Mr. Atven,as amended by the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, the amendments offered by Messrs. 
HANNEGAN, Catuoun, and Crirrenpen, and the 
joint resolution of the House of Representatives 
on the same subject. 

The question pending being on the substitute 
moved by Mr. CrirrenpDen. 

Mr. BREESE rose and said that he did not in- 
tend at present to enter into a discussion of the 
question before the Senate; he would take a future 
opportunity to express his own views upon that 
matter, and the views and feelings with which the 
State which he had the honor to represent looked 
upon it. He rose simply to present a resolution, 
which, when in order, it was his intention to offer 
as an amendment to any of the propositions now 
before the Senate; and to move that the further 
consideration of the subject be postponed till Mon- 
day next. 

‘The resolution was read for information, and is 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
give notice to the British Government that it is 
the desire of the Government of the United States 
to annul and abrogate the provisions of the third 
article of the convention concluded between the 
Government of the United States of America and 
his Britannic Majesty the King of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Lreland, on the 20th of 
October, 1818, and indefinitely continued by the 
convention between the same parties, signed at 
London the 6th of August, 1827. 

Resolved, further, That, on the expiration of 
twelve months from the day of giving the said no- 
tice, the said convention shall be considered an- 
nulled and abrogated. 

The following is the amendment intended to be 
proposed by Mr. Cotevrrr to the amendment pro- 
posed hy Mr. Crirrenpen to the joint resolution 
(S. 1) advising the President of the United States 
to give notice to the Government of Great Britain 
of the termination of the treaty of 1818, and which 
was yesterday read for information, and ordered 
to be printed: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- 
sert- 


-- lhat notice be given, in terms of the treaty, 
for abrogating the convention made between Great 


TH 


oo 





gritain and the United States on the twentieth 
of October, eighteen hundred and eighteen, and 
continued by the convention of eighteen hundred 
and twenty-seven, immediately after the close of 
the present session of Congress, unless the Pres- 
ident, in his discretion, shall consider it expedient 
to defer it to a later period. 

** Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, That it is ear- 
nestly desired that the long-standing controversy 
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respecting limits in the Oregon territory be speed- | 


ily settled, by negotiation and compromise, in or- 


der to tranquillize the public mind, and to preserve | 


the friendly relations of the two countries.”’ 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON expressed his opinion 
that it mizht be more regular if the various amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate should be offered 
in the form of amendments to the joint resolution 
of the House of Representatives. Heretofore, they 
had been proposed as amendments to the report 


of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. | 


In the form he suggested, they would go back to 
the House as the action of the Senate on the reso- 
lutions from the House, and the action of the 
House would then be definitive. This course, in 
his opinion, would be the most respectful to the 
Flouse, and would expedite the object all must 


have in view, to arrive at some conclusion on the | 


subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations reported back to the Senate the resolution 
which passed the House of Representatives, and 
moved that it Le made the special order on the 
same day on which the resolution reported by the 
committee on behalf of the Senate was made the 
special order of the day, so that the whole sub- 
ject-matter be considered at the same time. It is 
probably a matter of no great moment whether 
the resolutions proposed by Senators now, or the 
amendments, be offered as amendments to one or 
other of these propositions, because, in point of 
fact, all the amendments which have been sub- 
mitted are in themselves complete and entire, and 
designed to be substitutes for the original resolu- 
tion reported by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. They all embrace the whole of the matter. | 
It is a contest between many forms, all looking to 
the same thing. It is a bare question of form. 
Some Senators think it ought to have a particular 
form, and they alter it conformably to their views; 
and so throughout the whole of the resolutions 
which have been submitted. All the resolutions | 
that have been submitted by way of amendment 
constitute entire, and distinct, and separate propo- | 
sitions—separate and distinct frem each other 
barely in matter of form. The object of all is to 
terminate the convention; some wishing to do so 
with conditions, some wishing to terminate it 
at the instant—others ata future period, and so | 
on. 
son why the amendments should be offered as | 
amendments to one or the other of the main reso- 
lutions—that of the Senate or that of the House. 
All will have to be taken up and acted on. As a 
mstter of course, we must dispose of the resolu- 
tion which came from the House. I suppose that 
my friend from lilinois {Mr. Breese] submitted 
his proposition merely for the purpose of getting 
it before the Senate, reserving to himself the right 
of offering it as an amendment to any other spe- 
cific proposition that might be before the Senate. 

Mr. BENTON. What is the question? 

The PRESIDENT. It is on the postponement 
of the further consideration of the subject ull Mon- 
day next. 

Mr. BENTON. I think when we come to the 
process of voting, it will be at once parliamentary 
and proper that we should take up the resolution 
of the House, and vote upon that, and that all the 
propositions which gentleman have offered should 
be considered as amendments to it. ‘The Clerk of 
the House, when communicating to you the reso- 
lution passed by that body, informed you that he 
was directed to ask your concurrence in that par- 
ticular measure. We are bound to respond to that 
message; and the proper response will be by voting 
on that resolution, passing upon it, and sending it 
back to them either in the same shape or in a dif- 
ferent form, or rejecting it altogether. By that 
means we come to aconclusion. By that means | 
we properly come to the end. This is the parlia- | 
meutary course. Instead of acting definitively on 
that resolution, we send back a new resolution em- | 
anating from this body: no definitive action can | 
thereby be attained; but resolutions might continue | 








' this affair. 





to be sent backwards and forwards between the 
two bodies, without coming to any conclusion, 
He would, therefore, when the proper time should 
come, move to postpone the resolution of the Sey. 
ate now under consideration, for the purpose of ta- 


king up, and acting on the resolution from the 
House. 


Mr. WEBSTER. When we were here yester- 
day, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Corevitr} 
suggested an amendment to the resolution from the 
House to take the place—if that gentleman should 
think fit—of the amendment offered by the honor- 
orable member from Kentucky [Mr. Critrenpen. 
I think we adjourned yesterday, leaving it to be 
considered by the honorable gentleman from Ken- 
tucky whether the amendment to which I refer 
was of such a nature as he could accept it, it not 
being in order to move it as an amendment to ar 
amendment. Ido not mean to say that under this 
motion to amend, the whole question is not open. 
Sut still I should be gratified to know from my 
friend from Kentucky whether, after the reflection 
he has given to the subject, he proposes now to 
adopt, instead of his own, the proposition offered 
by the gentleman from Georgia? { confess I fee| 
that the time has arrived when the Senate should 
signify some opinion on this matter, if ever, in- 
deed, it is to signify any opinion other than to con- 
cur or non-concur In the general proposition before 
them. I have not been desirous of obtruding my- 
self upon the Senate in this matter from first to last. 
But I feel the extreme public inconvenience of the 
present state of things. I use not too strong a 
term when I say the public inconvenience is ‘ ex- 
treme”’ in consequence of the present posture of 
As far as the matter is constitutionally 
before us, and we are in possession of it, I think it 
our duty, if we are to express any opinion at all, 
to express it as soon as we can fairly, deliberate- 
ly, and honestly form one. I wish, then, that one 
step may be taken—if it bea step—in our pro- 
gress, to know whether the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky has made up his mind whether the subject 
before us, shall be the proposition in the form in 
which it has been presented by the gentleman from 
Georgia? Certainly, if it be the pleasure of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Breese] to proceed 
in the discussion of the general question, and he is 
desirous not to proceed now, of course I shall con- 
cur very readily in any wish he may express for a 
postponement. But in the first place, I should be 
glad to know what is likely to be the posture of 


| affairs when we shall again assemble, in order that 


I say, therefore, there is no parucular rea- || 


we may see what probability there is that we shall 
agree on any point. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN, I have examined atten- 
tively the proposition submitted yesterday by the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Coieuitt,] with a 
most anxious desire to consult the opinion of this 


| body as far as possible, and to concentrate it on 


some proposition. I have no particular attach- 


| ment to the terms of the proposition which I had 


the honor to present. I think that the modification 
of the gentleman from Georgia is so little different 
from that which I submitted, that I have not the 
slightest objection to accept it in lieu of mine. I 
have no hesitation in adopting itentirely. But be- 
yond that which is offered as a modification of the 


_ resolution offered by me, there is a distinct and sub- 


stantive resolution also proposed by the gentleman 
from Georgia, and as to that I am not now prepared 


| to express so entire a concurrence as that I could 


now undertake to adopt itas a modification. It is 
not such in effect. It is a substantive, a distinct 
proposition, which the gentleman would be at lib- 
erty to move himself hereafter at any stage of the 
proceedings. But I should hope that that, too, 
might be so modified in point of phraseology as to 
remove all my objections, and enable me to accept 
of it likewise as a modification of part of my origi+ 
nal proposition. But at present 1 do not feel au- 
thorized to accept or adopt that. There are other 
propositions in lieu of it, which, with a little time 
and consultation, might be acceptable. So far as 
my original amendment is affected, I give it up and 
adopt the proposition of the Senator from Georgia. 
I beg, now that I am up, to say another word. It 
has been alleged to be necessary to proceed so far 
as to take some vote here in order to indicate the 
wish and temper of the Senate on this great ques- 
tion, in time to be conveyed by the next steamer 
to England. I do not think that that is very im- 
portant. On neither side of the water is such in- 
formation likely to have much effect on public sen- 
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iment. 
ak which suggests to gentlemen the propriety 
that anything tending to the preservation of the 
seace of the two countries load be communicated 
with the utmost despatch. But I do not think 
that it is very important that any particular vote 
which we may give here should be expedited or 
hastened for any such purpose. Not atall. We 
are, I think, a little too much in the habit of 
the Athenians, in the time of King Philip, when 
the inquiry at all times was—*What is Philip 
doing?” hope we shall treat the subject in a 
spirit more worthy of ourselves—without vaunt- 
ing—without prejudice or passion; that we shall 
look upon it as a great question in which the 
yeace of the world is concerned, and in which 
}t is our lot to bear a great and equal part; and that 
we shall act without haste, without vaunting, with- 
out prejudice, without passion, ina manner at once 
just and patriotic. Then we will be sure to act in 
‘the right spirit, and all the world may be assured 
of that. Our character gives assurance that our 
action will be just, patriotic, and what it ought to 
be. I think in this all can agree. That is the 
best assurance that we can have for the preserva- | 
tion of peace and the just estimation in which we 


shall be held abroad. That is a fact of which all | 
And whatever— | 


the world is cognizant I hope. 
owing to the form of our institutions—whatever 


may be the little effervescence that here and there | 
discloses itself upon full discussion, and upon that | 


protracted sort of debate to which our institutions 
necessarily lead—however turbulent our debates 
may have been—I trust that our decision will be 
marked by temperance and justice. Such, I be- 
lieve, will be the course of this body—such its ul- 
timate decision. I think we should not hasten to 
the end of this matter. There is no necessity for 


it as it relates to ourselves, for the notice proposed | 
is not to be given until after the expiration of the | 


present session of Congress. I see no necessity 
for hastening it. The subject, in the meantime, 
is open to negotiation, as a diplomatic question, 
between the proper departments of this and of the 
other Government. They have their duty to per- 
form, and theirs is the primary responsibility on 
this great question. To that ] hold them. To 
that i trust the people of the United States will 
hold them. To that all the world—the public 
opinion of Christendom and of civilized mankind 
elsewhere—will hold them; and not one jot of that 
responsibility am I willing to abate—not one. If 
they feel the greatness of their position, let them 
also feel their responsibility to the world, and still 
more especially to theirown country. They who 
should involve this country in a needless war, will 
bear responsibility heavy enough to sink a navy, 
sir. Let them be warned. To defend the rights 


interests of their country is their duty; and of 
those interests, peace is the greatest and mightiest | 
ofall. These Totes are not inconsistent. It is 

no vaunting spirit that is to be acted on here. No | 
fanaticism in politics must be suffered to guide the | 
counsels of a great nation upon so solemn and seri- | 
ous a question. Considerations of a much more 

profound, of a higher and nobler character, should | 
influence those who are entrusted with a nation’s 
destiny. No hasty conclusions between individ- | 
ual negotiators; no little pouting and fretting, or 








strutting upon the stage, can be any justification | 
to the Amercan people or before the world at large, 
that out of these aa squabbles or diplomatic 
quarrels two nations and the world shall - set to 
war, and to cut each other’s throats. No, sir; the 
people of the United States will regard it in a dif- 
ferent light. We have no necessity to go to war 
tomake acharacter. None. We have acharacter, 
sir. We are not obliged to set up idle pretensions, 
lest the world should doubt or mistrust us. It is 
the character of republics everywhere to indulge, 
pelea: too much in military spirit; but ours is 

nown. We havea genealogical title to it. We 
have a historical title to it. We have a public and 
political character. We have, above all, national 
honor, and that is enough without boasting of it. 
It is the grand characteristic of a great nation, con- 








scious of its character, that it vaunts not—that it 
boasts not of its power to do right. When wrong 
is attempted, it is not necessary to despise—to vil- 
ify other people. There is no necessity of assuring | 
the people of this country and the world that our | 


disposition is to preserve the peace of the country; || 
a disposition that will manifest itself in our action |, 


rightful and proper power to render itself effectual 
—not improperly—not by needless interference ; I 
fear that more than anything else. We have no 
disposition to rush into war—none; and our course 
will ultimately prove so, whatever inferences may 
be drawn in any quarter to the contrary. 


lous for peace. A majority is decidedly in favor 
of preserving the peace of the country honorably, 
and of settling this question peaceably and honora- 
bly by compromise, negotiation, arbitration, or by 
some other mode known and recognised among na- 
lions as a suitable and proper and honorable mode 
of settling national questions. For one, l express 
my regret at the rejection of the proposition for 
arbitration. Ido not desire to interfere with those 


hands rightfully and constitutionally engaged in the 
negotiation of this subject; but ldo not know what 


right we possess to exalt ourselves above all law 


| heretofore recognised amongst nations, and to say 
| that our territorial disputes are to be placed above all 


arbitration. What is this? Upon what ground do 
we claim this mighty prerogative above all other na- 
tions? It is discretionary, certainly, to acceptor re- 
ject arbitration; but to assume that no territorial dis- 
pute of ours shall be submitted to arbitration, is an 
interpolation in that great code of pacification which 
the world has adopted, and acted upon from the be- 
ginning. We have ourselves adopted it. The choice 
of an arbiter is another thing. ‘The Administration 
may have good reason for rejecting the arbitration 


of crowned heads. But crowned heads, thank God, 


are not the only heads in the world, any more than 
they are the best heads or the wisest heads. ‘There 


are other heads borne by private citizens, humble || 
| in every other respect but in their moral and intel- || 
lectual greatness, and the elevation which their 


virtues give them. And to such men no one, it 
seems to me, could without shame express himself 
unwilling to refer the arbitration of this matter. 
Why not offer such an arbitration? Whata glori- 
ous lames would this Republic render to its own 
best principles by accepting the arbitration of a tri- 
ati 

their talents, knowledge, science, and moral worth. 
That would tend greatly to the elevation of the 
age. Neither the steamboat nor the mighty ship, 
which, with wonderfully contrived machinery 
ploughs the ocean, defying as it were both wind 
and wave, is so wondertul in the world of arts and 
mechanics as, in the great progress of science and 
civilization, would be the spectacle of such a tri- 
bunal. And for that great work to have proceeded 
from the hands of this free Government, from re- 
publican hands, how majestic the spectacle! It 


would have been worth more to the world than all | 
¢ || Oregon, if every inch of it would have been award- | 
of their country is one great duty. To protect the || 


ed to us; and the proud reputation and character 


| that would have resulted from that, would have | 
added to that national honor about which we talk 


so much, and which is the richest inheritance of 


| nations, afresh lustre that never would have faded 
J It would have been a boon far more val- 
uable than any territory on the northwest coast 

| of America. 


away. 


These are my sentiments on that 
subject. 


there is no occasion to proceed to vote. We are 


well enough known everywhere, I trust, and do | 


not need any such means of declaring our dispo- 
sition and character. 
in intemperate haste—nothing unadvisedly. All 


that we shall do I would have done wisely, justly, | 
In the con- | 
| fidence of such a character as this, | place my re- 


and in order; and so it will be done. 


liance. 


Mr. WEBSTER. 


says. My purpose when I arose was merely to 
ascertain whether the question on which we are 


deliberating might not be presented in a much || 


more convenient form than that which it at present 
assumes. The honorable Senator from Kentucky 


House. The honorable Senator from Georgia 
So 


offers what he would propose as an amendment, | 


were it in order. It is not in order. 


as to be a substitute for his. 
reflection, the first of the resolutions of the honor- 
able member from Georgia seems equivalent to his 
own, and, so far, he can have no difficulty in ac- 
cepting it; but the second resolution of the gentle- 





A great | 
| majority of the Senate is anxious—we are all anx- 


composed of men distinguished only for | 


I would have nothing done | 


I concur very cordially in | 
what my friend on my right (Mr. Critrenpey] || 


The ques- | 
tion then was, whether it would be well enough | 
received by the honorable Senator from Kentucky || 
He says that, upon | 
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man from Georgia is a substantive proposition 
going somewhat further than his, and therefore 


not a natural substitute for it. If, then, it be the 
disposition of the House to act upon the subject 
a little farther than was proposed by the resoluuon 
of the member from Kentucky, the only question, 
I suppose, is, whether it would suit his conve- 
nience, and sense of propriety and duty, to with- 
draw his resolution, and let this be moved, reserv- 
ing to himself the power of acting upon or dis- 
posing of the second branch of this proposition 
according to his judgment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I accept of the first sec- 
tion, and the striking out of my entire resolution. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Very well. Ido not think 
it is of any very particular importance that we 
express any opinion in the Senate to-day, or to- 
morrow, or this week, or next week. 1 do sup- 
pose that the proceedings of the Senate upon this 
whole subject are looked at with infinite interest 
at home, and with great respect from abroad. 


_And I perhaps feel the more strongly than my 


honorable friend from Kentucky does, because I 
live amongst those who daily experience that evil 


'—the evil that arises to all the commercial rela- 


tions of the country from the present posture of 
this affair. I will say a few words more I shall 
vote for both the propositions of the member trom 
Georgia. [am prepared to do that. 

Mr. President, at the opening of the session, the 
President of the United States, uncalled for by us, 
but in the discharge of what he doubtless consid- 
ered to be his official duty, sent to the Senate of 
the United States the correspondence between him 
and the British Government up to that time. It 
became a proper subject of remark in this body, 
as well as in the other House—I say nothing as to 
the propriety of sending that correspondence here— 
I suppose such a step could be only justified on 
the ground that the negotiation had terminated; 
for certainly, in the general practice and history of 
government, it is found to be quite inconvenient 
to make public the various letters in a line of dip- 
lomatic correspondence before the end has arrived. 
I thought, nevertheless, that as the President, in 
the commencement of the session, had seen fit to 
send out the correspondence up to that time, and 
as the Senate was about to be called upon to act 
on the question of notice, it would be expedient 
that the Senate should be in possession of any 
subsequent correspondence which had taken place. 
In that motive emanated the call which I made in 
the Senate, and which produced the correspond- 
ence respecting the offer and rejection successively 
of arbitration. Now, without at this time mean- 
ing to enter into any sort of examination or remark 
in an unfriendly disposition or wish to embarrass 
—(nothing could be further from my mind)—the 
proceedings of the Government; yet I must sayy 
that the present position of affairs is such that it is 


| desirable to know what is the opinion of the Ex- 
| ecutive. 


Nobody doubts that the two Houses of 
Congress of the United States have a perfect right, 
without giving offence to any one, to terminate the 
treaty of 1818. That is a right reserved in the 


| treaty itself, and its exercise can give no just 


I think, therefore, Mr. President, that |} ground of complaint to anybody. 
, g I 7 J 


That is certain. 
But this position must be taken in connexion with 
other circumstances. The proposition for notice 
has originated in the other House, and has passed, 
but with a qualification there, or an addition, or 
whatever else it may properly be called. The 
resolution, thus qualified from being a resolution 
of naked notice to one with conditions, comes 


| here, and here other propositions are offered, and 
| they are entertained—thus far at least—so far as 


to be considered quite in order, and fit subjects for 
consideration. My honorable friend from Ken- 
tucky, in one part of his speech, says that he is 
disposed to leave the responsibility exactly where 
the Constitution leaves 1t—where it properly be- 


| longs—and that they who have the power shall be 
| answerable. 
has an amendment pending to the resolution of the || 


That is certainly a very just senti- 
ment, and the influence of that sentiment on my 


| own mind, from the first, has been to raise a doubt 
|| whether we should do anything in the matter but 
| give or refuse notice. 
| uons of qualification and modification have been 


Nevertheless, the one 


| made in the other House, and in this House; and 

| it seems to be insisted that we have a right to— 
| perhaps are expected to—perhaps it is the senti- 
| ment—I believe it is of a large majority of the 
|| Senate—say that some qualification should accom- 
| pany this notice. 


Sull, I really think that, in this 
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state of things, we have a right to know in what 
point of view the Iixecutive Government regards 





Ce 


this notice: or? ither, what are the ends and con- 
sequences to which, in the judement of the Ex- 
ecutive, the giving of this notice will tend. 

When I had the honor of addressing the Sen- 
ate on this subject a month or six weeks ago, I 
said (what appears to me equally true now) that 
the Government of the Untted States—that the 
President of the United States—cannot expect war. 
He does not act like the Chief Mavistrate of a 
great nation, expecting that the country may be 
coon invaded. He does not act like a man charged 
with the defence of the country, at a moment when 
itis in dancer of being assailed by the most formi- 
dable enemy on earth. ‘There ts nothing in his 
recommendations to the other House, nor to this, 
indicative of such an expectation. There is no- 


thine of preparation for defence, indicating that the 


President expects war. Well, then, he can « xpect 
nothine but a continuance of this dispute, or its 
settlement by negotiation. Tam bound to suppose 
that he expects its settlement by nevotiation, What 
terme‘of nerotiation? What basis of nerotiation ? 
What grounds of necotiation? Every thine that 
we hear from the Executive department is ** the 
whole or none;’’ and yet negotiation! Sir, it is 
in Vain to conceal from ourselves, from the coun- 
try, or from the world, the gross inconsistency of 
this course of conduct. It is the spirit of that cor- 
reapondence to which my honorable friend has al- 
ready alluded, that the whole of Orevon is ours, 
and that nothine ean be done which admits the 
existence of a doubt as to our rieht to the whole, 
or the possibility of a rieht existing in another: and 
! Pray, what is nevotia- 
tion? Does the Administration expect that, by 
necotiation,itean persuade the British Governm« nt 
to surrender the whole territory to us? Is that its 


yet we are to nevotiate 


expectation? It may do that. Tcannot say it will 
not. If that is the expectation of our ¢ tovernment, 
why then, of course, it will try its hand at it. I 
wish it Success! That is to say. I wish the coun 

try could be rid of the dispute. ; Take the whole of 
Oregon, if you can eet it; but, at all events, settle 
the question between the two countries fairly and 
reasonably Put | say I do not understand the 
position in which the Executive government has 
placed itself: in favor of nerotiation all the time: 
but all the time refusing to take anything less than 
the whole! What consideration—what compro- 
mise—what basis—what grounds, therefore, for 
negotiation? If the Government of the United 
States has made up its mind—I speak of the Ex- 
ecutive government—that, so far as it is concerned, 
it will not treat for anything less than the whole 
of Oregon, then it should say so, and throw itself 
on the two Houses of Coneress and on the coun- 


' } 
iy. It S ould say SO. 


! am entitled to make these remarks, which I 
mean im no disrespectful spirit to anybody, be- 
cause it cannot be denied that the effect of this no- 
uce is very differently viewed by intelligent centle- 
men, all friends of the Administration, on the floor 
of this Senate. ‘The gentleman from Georgia, 
whose proposition is now thus informally before 
us, regards the notice as leading to pence—e xpects 
peace from it—hopes peace from it—desires to ex- 
press such opinions as shall enable the Adminis- 
tration, in the conduct of its nerotiations, to arrive 
atpeace. Still it is quite certain that other gentle- 
men, and amongst the rest my distincuished friend 
from Michiean, {Mr. Cass,] are much less ardent 
in their hopes of peace flowing from the notice. 
‘Vhat gentleman’s opinion seems to have been, that, 
if we pass this notice, we shall be obliged to take 
possession, and that then war will follow. That 
is the declaration of the gentleman. His speeches 
generally end with the expression of his fear that 
war Is inevitable—war is Inevitable. 

Mr. CASS. No, Mr. President. 3ut let me 
repeat my original proposition, from which I have 
never varied a hair’s breadth. I repeat it, I hope, 
for the last time, in the hope that hereafter | will 
be neither misrepresented nor misunderstood—not 
that I say IL have been misrepresented by the hon- 
orable Senator. I said that we were called on to 
give this notice; that if we did so, and went on 
omplying with the other recommendations of the 
President, and in the meantime, if within the year 
the quesuon were not settled by negotiation, then 
I thoucht war would come: that if we should ad- 
here to our pretensions, and England to hers, in- 
8:sting on her claim, war must come. 
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Mr. WEBSTER. The only contingency that 
seems likely, then, to interfere in that event which 
all deprecate, is, that England will continue to as- 
sert her claim. Now, 1 have no right to ask the 
honorable gentleman— 

Mr. CASS. Ask me any question you please, 
sir. 
Mr. WEBSTER. Well, then, does he suppose 
that England ever will surrender the whole of Ore- 
gon in any form of circumstances ? 

Mr. CASS. Lhave my doubts whether she ever 
will. I asserted the same thing when I formerly 
addressed the Senate, and asked when was it ever 
known that England relinquished a territory or 
abandoned a principle? I vary not one hair’s 
breadth from my former position. 

Mr. WEBSTER. The gentleman is of the opin- 
ion that we will not reeede, and that Eneland will 
not give upthe whole; and what, then, is more nat- 
ural than—not to use the rejected term—that war 
is very likely to happen? { confess the argument 
of the honorable gentleman, more than his partic- 
ular expression, led me to entertain the idea which 
I do entertain, that such was his opinion. To be 
sure, [do not mean to charge him with saying that 
‘war is inevitable.’ But what he said rune in my 
ears ever since, and so I was constantly obliged to 
keep up a comparison with that memorable saying 
with which a senator of old was accustomed to end 
hia speeches—Carthago est delendo. But what I 
have to say 1s merely to repeat that [ am desirous 
of expressing my judgment on this subject, when- 
ever | cando so, without embarrassing the Admin- 
istration. If negotiation be pending, I wish to 
hold my tongue. It shall be blistered before I 
would say anything derogatory to the title of the 
United States whilst the Government of the Uni- 
ted States was engaged in negotiating for that 
territory on the strength of our title. Gentlemen 
see the embarrassment in which we stand. I 
will aid the Administration in all honorable efforts 
to obtain all that belongs to us, and all that we can 
rightfully and honorably acquire with all my heart 
-—with all my heart. But, then, 1 must know 
something. Certainly, inasmuch as I am a citizen 
of the country, | claim a right, and nothing more, 
to know something of the views, purposes, expec- 
tations, and objects of the Administration. I can- 
not reconcile myself to be much longer kept in a 
posture of things in which no preparations are 
made to defend the country—in which negotia- 
tion is held out every day as that course of’ pro- 
ceeding which is expected to bring the question 
to a settlement, and to settle the question by Eng- 


land giving up the whole matter in dispute. Now | 


my doubts whether we arrive at that conclusion 


are quite as deep and as strong as those of my | 


friend from Michigan, [Mr. Cass.] I say for 
one, that in my Opinion it is not the judgment 
of this country—it is not the judgment of the Sen- 
ate, that the Government of the United States 
should run the hazard of a war for Oregon, by re- 
nouncing, as no longer fit for consideration, the pro- 
position of adjustment made by this Government 
thirty years ago, and repeated in the face of the 
world. I do not say any specific proposition; but 
I say the general proposition, the general idea, the 
general pian of separating the interests of the peo- 
ple who live beyond the Rocky mountains, in the 
appropriate language used the other day by the 
member from Missouri, [Mr. Benron.] In my 


opinion, it is not the judgment of this country that, | 


at the hazard of a war, we shall now reject, as no 


longer proper for our consideration, propositions 


made and repeated thirty—twenty years ago. I do 
not believe that that is the judgment of the Senate. 
| have the fullest belief that the proposition of the 
honorable Senator from Georgia now on your table 
concurs with the sentiment of a large and decided 
majority of the Senate; that’s my judgment. [A 
Senator: “ Two-thirds.”’] A gentieman near me 
says two-thirds of the Senate. I cannot say how 
that may Le; but I say my belief is, that the une- 
quivocal judgment of the Senate is as | have repre- 
sented it; and I am willing to try it this day, this 
hour, this minute. That resolution expresses the 


general propriety of settling this question by ad- | 


justment and compromise. Compromise I can un- 
derstand—arbitration | can comprehend; but nego- 
tiation, with a resolution to take and not to give— 


negotiation, with a resolution not to settle unless | 
we obtain the whole, is what I do not comprehend | 


in diplomacy or matters of government. I wish, 
therefore, we could get this matter resolved into 
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| some definite form, not because I attach any special 
importance to an immediate expression of an opinion 
merely. We have every week an opportunity of 
saying what, in a week, almost will be known all 
over the world. But I wisk to put an end to this 
annoying and distracting state of things which now 
exists in the country. The present condition of 
this question is productive of the most serious em- 
barrassment. It is proposed to remodel the tariff. 
How? To augment duties or to reduce duties? If 
to augment, is itin prospect of war? If to reduce, 
is it in the confirmed hope of peace? I want to 
know how any gentleman in either House of Con- 
gress can act intelligently on such a subject as that 
of revenue until he know whether we are to have 
settled peace, or whether we are very near to an 
outbreak with a powerful foreign State. And if 
we look into private affairs, the evil is equally 
pressing. Look at the effect on our immense com- 
merce. Itis easy for gentlemen to say that they 
recard the national honor as of greater consequence 
than the national commerce. Sodol. If the honor 
of the country be assailed, then, to use the language 
of a gentleman in the other House some years ago, 
‘Perish commerce !’’? But these are not interests 
with which you can trifle. Surely the American 
ships that cover the ocean—the whole of the sea- 
board—the great interests connected with private 
life, and every man’s daily businessand daily bread, 
are not to be trifled with by diplomatic forms—b 
the pursuit of objects not connected with the sub- 
stantial interests of the country. ‘These are the 
reasons why I desire an opportunity, as soon as 
might be convenient, of expressing an opinion—if 
we are to express any opinion at all—and_to hear 
what weight others might please to give it. If it 
be thought better not to express an opinion, then 
let all the amendments be withdrawn, and let the 
question of naked notice be put. Let us mect that. 
That will throw the responsibility solely on the 
Executive Government, making it answerable for 
the exercise of the power it holds to the fullest ex- 
tent. [am either for taking the question on the direct 
resolution for notice, or Iam for taking it in some 
form—if we express any opinion at all—that shall 
express the opinion I have intimated, and which I 
believe to be according to the judgment of the coun- 
try and the judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. BREESE said he had merely risen, at the 
commencement of the debate, to move a postpone- 
ment till Monday, and to lay his proposition on 
the table. If we look back at the course of this 
discussion, we will see that we have not observed 
avery strict course, and I hope the Senate will ac- 
cord to me the same rights as it has to others. As 
a matter personal to himself he had voted for the 
postponement, and he hoped the same courtesy 
would be extended to him which had been granted 
to others. 

Mr. WEBSTER. Certainly; I hope so. 

Mr. BREESE resumed. There is a manifest 
difference, although it may not appear at first view, 
between my amendment and the resolution pro- 
posed by the chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. That simply asks that the con- 
vention of 1827, which is bat incident to that of 
1818, should be abrogated. I wish to include the 
latter also, and that in twelve months after the giv- 
ing the notice, untrammelled by any condition 
whatever, but expressed in courteous terms, and 
destitute of anything in its terms that could give 
offence. As to the action upon the resolution, as 
far as gentlemen are concerned, I have nothing to 
say. Y have drawn the resolution in terms of 
courtesy, and have a right to expect that it would 
be courteously received. All we have to do is to 
give the notice, unencumbered by. conditions, di- 
rectly and positively. I concur with very much 
said by the Senator from Kentucky; but 1 do not 
believe there is any necessity for voting on this 
subject to-day or to-morrow. I think it would be 
betier that it should be postponed, to give the Sen- 
ate time for consideration before voting. In regard 
to what has been said about the transmission of 
the action of the Senate by the steamer for Eng- 
land, I cannot concur. In matters of this kind, of 
great consequence to my country, I will not stop 

| to examine the views of transatlantic nations upon 
its propriety; and I was very much pleased with 
the views presented in such elegant and beautiful 
language by the Senator from Kentucky in relation 
to this topic. I am desirous to show why I can- 
|| not vote for the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia, which the Senator from Massachusetts 





